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PERSONAL EXPERIMENTS WITH EUSAPIA 
PALLADINO.* 


By Hereward Carrington. 


Eusapia Palladino was born of Neapolitan parents on Jan- 
uary 21, 1854, in a village of La Pouille. Her mother died 
while giving birth to the child; her father was assassinated 
by brigands eight years afterwards. Eusapia Palladino is 
her maiden name. She was married at Naples to a merchant 
of modest means, named Raphael Delgaiz, who died some 
years ago. She has married a second time, and her second 
husband has adopted her maiden name, as did her first hus- 
band. 

Eusapia Palladino was a poor storekeeper in Naples be- 
fore her remarkable gifts brought her into prominence. She 
discovered these powers by accident when she was thirteen 
or fourteen years of age. She happened to attend a séance, 
when it was found that she had the power of moving a large 
table in an apparently inexplicable-manner. She was told 
that she had remarkable mediumistic gifts, and was advised 





* The following article has been somewhat abbreviated from the one pub- 
lished by McClure’s Magazine. Occasional expressions have been altered by 
the Editor to suit more accurate scientific description and speculative observa- 
tions have been omitted. The republication of the material has been in defer- 
ence to the need of record in this Journal.—Editor. 
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to develop them. She did not do so for several years, being 
afraid of the consequences, and attributing the remarkable 
phenomena occurring in her presence to the devil. During 
these early years, Mme. Palladino received but little money 
for the sittings she granted, which were mostly given for the 
benefit of her personal friends. She happened, however, to 
fall under the attention of Professor Chiaia, of Naples, in 
1888, and later of Professor Lombroso, and soon became the 
center of scientific investigation. Since then she has been 
investigated by a large number of famous savants in Italy, 
France, England, and elsewhere, but, except Dr. Hodgson, 
who has been dead for some years, I am the only American 
investigator who has had the privilege of attending a number 
of séances with this remarkable woman. 

The circumstances of Eusapia’s introduction to the scien- 
tific world were these: In August, 1888, Professor Chiaia 
published in a journal issued at Rome, an open letter to Pro- 
fessor Lombroso, giving a brief statement of some of the 
séances he had attended with this medium,—the results of 
which he could in no way account for—and calling upon Pro- 
fessor Lombroso to hold séances himself. It was only in 
February, 1891, however, that Professor Lombroso, whose 
curiosity had been strongly excited, decided to go to Naples 
and examine these curious phenomena for himself. Two 
séances were held at this period, which were attended by 
Lombroso and other men of science, including Professor 
Tamburini. Remarkable phenomena were seen, which re- 
sulted in the practical conversion of M. Lombroso. In a let- 
ter dated June 25, 1891, he says: 

“T am filled with confusion and regret that I combatted 
with so much persistence the possibility of the facts called 
spiritualistic. I say facts, because I am still opposed to the 
theory.” 

The result of M. Lombroso’s conversion was that a large 
number of scientific men formed a committee of investigation. 
They met in October, 1892, in the apartment of M. Finzi, at 
Milan, to conduct a series of experiments. The committee 
consisted of Professors Schiaparelli, formerly director of the 
Observatory of Milan; Gerosa, professor of Physics, and 
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Ermacora, Doctor of Natural Philosophy; Aksakoff, Council- 
lor of State to the Emperor of Russia; Karl du Prel, Doctor 
of Philosophy in Munich; Charles Richet, of the Sorbonne, 
Paris; and Professor Buffern. 

Again, the results were such as to convince the investiga- 
tors that genuine phenomena had been obtained. In 1893, 
another series of experiments was conducted in Naples, under 
the direction of M. Wagner, Professor of Zéology of the 
University of St. Petersburg. These were followed by still 
further experiments in Rome in 1893-4, under the direction 
of M. Siemiradski, Correspondent of the Institute in Warsaw, 
in November, 1893, under the supervision of Dr. Ochorowicz; 
in Carqueiranne, under the direction of Professor Charles 
Richet; and in the Ile. Roubaud, in 1894, under Professor 
Richet, Sir Oliver Lodge, Mr. F. W. H. Myers, and Dr. 
Ochorowicz; in 1895, at Cambridge, England, under the di- 
rection of Mr. Myers, Professor and Mrs. Sidgwick, Miss 
Alice Johnson and Dr. Richard Hodgson; in September, 
1895, under the direction of Colonel de Rochas; in Septem- 
ber, 1896, at the house of M. Marcel Mangin; in 1897-8, by 
M. Flammarion, of Paris; and, during the past few years, by 
Professor Enrico Morselli, the famous neurologist of Genoa; 
Drs. Bozzano and Venzano, of the same city; Drs. Bottazzi 
and Galeotti, professors, respectively, of physiology and 
pathology of the University of Naples; Dr. J. Maxwell, Judge 
of the Supreme Court in Paris; Drs. Herlizka, Charles Foa, 
and Aggazzotti, assistants to Professor Mosso, and Professor 
Pio Foa, of the same university, professor of Pathological 
Anatomy, Director of the Anatomical Museum, and general 
secretary of the Academy of Sciences. Eusapia has also been 
studied by M. and Mme. Curie, Dr. Gustave Le Bon, M. 
Courtier, and Youriévitch, of the Psychological Institute in 
Paris; Professor Sabatier, Dr. Dariex, Mr. Gilman Hall; Dr. 
Moody, Professor of Physics of the College of the City of 
New York; and by the Hon. Everard Feilding, and Mr. W. 
W. Baggally (both of whom shared the sittings that I at- 
tended), and a number of other men and women famous in 
science. 


It must be emphasized, in this connection, that the ma- 
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jority of men and women who have investigated Eusapia 
have done so, not because they believed in the tenets of spir- 
itualism, or were desirous of being converted, but because 
they wished to ascertain the truth or the falsity of the phe- 
nomena, and discover, if possible, a new force, that operates 
during these séances, and that physical science does not as 
yet recognize. It may be said, also, that the majority of the 
investigators who have issued reports oppose a spiritistic in- 
terpretation of the facts, and rather incline to the belief that 
we deal, in Eusapia’s case, with the operation of an unknown 
but intelligent force—directed, perhaps, by the subconscious- 
ness of the medium—which has the capacity, at times, of ex- 
ternalizing itself, as it were, and creating images and phan- 
toms, outstanding and real at the time, but, nevertheless, re- 
flected images (such as those we see in the looking-glass) 
which disintegrate and vanish at the conclusion of the séance, 
just as the living image seen in the glass vanishes when the 
mirror itself is shattered. 

To return, however, to facts: During the experiments in 
Milan it was found that the medium apparently lost weight in 
a manner that could in no way be accounted for. The me- 
dium and the chair in which she was sitting were placed upon 
the scales, and their combined weight was carefully meas- 
ured. She was then watched carefully, to see that she threw 
nothing away, and also to see that she derived no support 
from the surrounding surfaces—the floor, etc. Neverthe- 
less, in the course of from twelve to twenty seconds the 
scales showed a decrease of about seventeen and a half 
pounds in weight. At the fifth sitting a similar reduction 
was observed, under conditions which the investigating com- 
mittee considered perfect. 

Levitations of the table were also observed by this set of 
investigators, and touches by invisible hands, which they 
could in no way account for. In order to test this further. 
however, the following device was tried: 

A portion of the room was curtained off from the rest, 
and the medium placed in the aperture of the curtains, which 
were joined a little over her head. ‘The space curtained off 
was left in absolute darkness, but the rest of the room was 





ee 


he RAE oh ts 


- Piceadanla rt setae 














rel ett! ook 








Personal Experiments With Eusapia Palladino. 569 





dimly lighted by a lantern with red glass sides, placed on the 
table round which sat the medium and the experimenters. 
On one occasion Professor Richet himself took up his posi- 
tion in the darkened part of the room, behind the curtains, 
his chair placed back to back with that on which Eusapia sat. 
The medium’s hands were held on either side by M. Schiapa- 
relli and M. Finzi, and the latter’s stocking-clad foot was 
placed between the two booted feet of Eusapia. Under these 
conditions M. Richet was touched three times on various 
parts of the body. He writes: 

“At one moment she became rigid, and said, ‘ Hold me 
tight, hold me tight,’ upon which M. Schiaparelli on one side 
and M. Finzi on the other held her with all their strength. 
M. Gerosa took notes. I said to M. Finzi, ‘Are you holding 
her left hand?’ He replied, ‘ Yes.’ Then I asked M. Schia- 
parelli, ‘Are you holding her right hand?’ He replied, ‘ Yes.’ 
Then I again asked M. Finzi, ‘Are you holding both her feet?’ 
He replied, ‘ Yes.’ Then, on turning my head slightly to the 
left, I saw that something was preparing, by the fact that the 
curtain was bulging and seemed to be approaching Eusapia, 
as though to make the shadow deeper. Then I was touched 
on the right shoulder by a hand which seemed to me to be a 
right hand. . . . Almost at the same instant, after Eu- 
sapia had asked me to put my head near hers, I was touched 
by two fingers, which pulled with some force, but without 
hurting me, the hair on the nape of my neck; I was certain it 
was a hand that touched my shoulder and neck. At the same 
time M. Finzi was touched on the ear, on the forehead, and 
on the temples by fingers that were behind the curtain, while 
the hand that touched me was free from the curtain.” 

At some of the sittings on the Ile Roubaud, which were 
attended by Sir Oliver Lodge, Professor Richet, Mr. F. W. 
H. Myers, and Dr. Ochorowicz, some remarkable phenomena 
were observed. Not only were levitations of the table, raps, 
blowings-out of the curtain, and touches experienced,—under 
what seem to have been excellent conditions of control,—but 
such manifestations as the following occurred, which I quote 
from the original verbatim record, published in November, 
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1894, in the Journal of the Society for Psychical Research, 
but never so far made public in any way: 

“An arm-chair in the window, four feet of clear space in- 
tervening between it and the back of Eusapia, now began to 
move. It was very visible to Lodge and to all, the shutters 
being open and sky-light glinting on the back of the chair. 
It was seen to approach and otherwise move a few inches 
several times; it also made intelligent visible tilts in reply to 
questions. Eusapia was well held and all conditions were 
perfect. No one was near the chair. .. 

“ While Lodge held both the medium’s hands on the table, 
and also her head leaning over on to him away from the 
chalet, and while Richet held both her feet, the suspended 
chalet was heard to be wound partially up three times, with 
brief pauses, taking four seconds in all, as heard and recorded 
by Bellier, the note-taker. It did not now begin to play, but 
began to flap, as if its doors were trying to open. Soon it 
began to play, and raps were heard upon it. While it played, 
Eusapia waved Lodge’s hands in the air in time with the 
music. It soon stopped, but was immediately rewound and 
went on playing some time. While this was going on, the 
chalet began to swing, and the string was heard to break, but, 
instead of dropping on the floor, the chalet was gently placed 
on Myers’ head and thence onto the table. This phenomenon 
occurred under quite satisfactory conditions. 

“M. was seized from behind while standing, and vigor- 
ously pulled and shaken about, while all four were standing 
holding hands round the table. L. saw him moving and felt 
a transmitted pull. A loaf and other objects from the buffet 
hard by arrived on the table, and a pile of five plates. Our 
small table was in front of the buffet. Everybody was now 
standing up, and observers were getting tired, so we asked to 
stop, but agency insisted on continuing. Statement made 
that the medium needed refreshment, but the agency said it 
would see to that. A gurgling noise was heard as if the me- 
dium was drinking from a bottle, and directly afterward a 
decanter of water which had been on the top shelf of the 
buffet arrived on the table; then it rose again to the medium’s 
mouth, where it was felt horizontally by Richet, and again 
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she drank. It then came again on to the table and stayed 
there.” 

Such incidents, it must be admitted, seem incredible, as 
well as absurd. Nevertheless, they are recorded as facts, 
and we must not reject them a priori because of their appar- 
ent incredibility. If the simpler phenomena prove to be 
facts, there is no reason whatever for doubting the more re- 
markable manifestations; they would then differ in degree 
and not in kind. And as I am absolutely certain that at least 
some of the phenomena witnessed in the presence of this 
medium are genuine, I can see no a priori objection to these 
more remarkable manifestations, bizarre as they may appear. 
If unknown forces exist in nature, we cannot say to what ex- 
tent they may exert an influence over organic or inorganic 
matter. 

When an object is, apparently, moved without contact, 
objection is at once raised to its possibility on the ground that 
it involves an actio in distans, or perhaps the operation of some 
new and hypothetical force. Such objectors seem to forget 
that precisely analogous phenomena are happening all the 
time. In electricity and magnetic phenomena we have, in a 
sense, “action at a distance ’—without apparent cause, or 
material connection, in the ordinary sense of the term; in- 
deed, every time the wind slams the door, we have a move- 
ment of an object without visible contact. It may be objected, 
of course, that in all these phenomena we know the modus 
operandi of the action, and that there is no real actio in distans 
at all, since the ether is the medium through which these en- 
ergies (let us speak of them thus roughly for the present) are 
conveyed. But the same is not true of gravitation. Here 
we have an action or force exerted at great distances; yet we 
have not the slightest idea of the nature of gravitation—in 
what it consists or how it acts. No body is opaque to gravita- 
tion; it seems to contradict all that is known of ordinary 
forces, since nothing impedes or hinders it in the slightest 
degree. Are we, then, entitled to deny the existence of other 
forces because they are in their nature unknown? 


During the autumn of 1908, when I was in London, I suc- 
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ceeded in inducing Eusapia Palladino to grant a series of sit- 
tings to myself, the Hon. Everard Feilding and Mr. W. W. 
Baggally,—the former, the Honorary Secretary and the latter 
a member of the Council of the English Society for Psychical 
Research. 

The first impression one receives upon meeting Eusapia 
is that she is of a quiet and retiring disposition, but at the 
same time is a woman of powerful will, possessing a keen, 
alert eye. She is short, rather plump, and when she has 
chatted some time, and begins to gain confidence in the good 
faith of her listeners and investigators, she has a pleasant, 
even sweet smile, which frequently brightens her face. Her 
hair is grayish brown in color, with the exception of one 
white lock over her left temple, covering a scar received in 
her childhood. During the séance a remarkable cold breeze 
issues from this scar. 

Eusapia’s psychology is a puzzle to all who know her. 
Brought up in a Catholic country, she nevertheless leans to- 
ward agnosticism, while believing firmly in the reality of a 
spiritual world. This belief, she says, she has gained through 
her own experience. Her so-called “spirit control,” John 
King, is the supposed director of her séances. Nevertheless, 
she talks a great part of the time about “my fluid.” As a 
matter of fact, one gets the impression that she does not un- 
derstand the phenomena very well herself; and as she is in 
trance during a large part of each séance, it is only natural 
that this should be the case. We attempted to discuss with 
her, several times, the modus operandi of her phenomena, and 
we also talked freely with her about her occasional trickery. 
She replied with a shrug, “ Yes, they tell me I do these 
things; but I don’t remember them.” It was impossible to 
extract from her anything more satisfactory. 

We held the sittings in our own rooms at the Hotei Vic- 
toria in Naples. We occupied three adjoining rooms, which 
we fitted up for séance purposes. The middle room we 
turned into an experimental laboratory. The rooms on 
either side of this were occupied by ourselves, and the doors 
of these rooms we securely locked and bolted before each 
séance. The windows were also securely fastened and shut- 
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tered. As our rooms were on the fifth floor of the hotel, 
there being no connection between the windows, and as there 
was a sheer drop of some fifty feet to the pavement, we felt 
certain that no communication could be established from 
without. The floor was the usual tiled floor, common to 
Italian houses; the walls were of brick and stone, so solid in 
character that we found it impossible to drive a nail into 
them. 

We improvised a cabinet by hanging two light, black cur- 
tains across one corner of the room, forming a triangular 
space some three feet deep. In this cabinet we put a small 
tripod table belonging to the hotel; and upon this we placed 
various musical instruments, such as a tea-bell, a tambourine. 
a tin trumpet, a musical box, and a toy piano, these being the 
usual paraphernalia employed at her séances. In the corner 
of the cabinet, behind the table, we placed a small guitar. 
The arrangement was varied somewhat during the séances, 
but this was the usual method of disposing of the apparatus. 

When Eusapia arrived at our hotel, which she usually did 
at an hour considerably later than that appointed (9 P. M.), 
we would invite her, first of all to partake of a cup of coffee, 
an invitation that she generally accepted. It is interesting 
to note, however, that Eusapia never eats anything after two 
in the afternoon on the days on which séances are given, for 
the reason that she would invariably feel nauseated during 
the séance were she to do so. Asa matter of fact, she fre- 
quently does feel uneasy as it is. If Eusapia was in a talk- 
ative mood upon her arrival, it was extremely difficult to 
settle her to the matter in hand, for she insisted on talking 
incessantly long after we had seated ourselves at the table— 
especially if the conversation happened to turn on her past 
career or personal grievances! 

Eusapia sat in front of these curtains, from one to two feet 
distant from them; and before her was placed the larger, ob- 
long séance table, upon which she and the rest of us placed 
our hands. Our stenographer, Mr. Meeson, was seated at a 
separate table, having a well-shaded lamp of his own. His 
duty it was to record accurately the passing of time, the na- 
ture of the observed phenomena, as dictated by us, and our 
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other remarks, samples of which will be quoted immediately. 
We had arranged a special means of lighting the séance room, 
as follows: From the ceiling in the center of the room hung 
a four-branched electric light cluster. Two of these bulbs 
were white, and two red, varying in intensity through IIo. 
150, 220, and 240 volts. The brightest of these lights was a 
regular 16-candle-power lamp; the faintest, the dim red light, 
enabled us to see only outlines of the room’s furniture; but 
even in this weakest light we could always perceive the me- 
dium’s hands, her face, and the outlines of her body. It is 
an interesting fact that practically all of our best phenomena 
were obtained in bright light. Only when the light was much 
reduced, as it was on a few occasions, did the phenomena be- 
come vague, uncertain, and unsatisfactory. 

Why this cabinet? Why darkness? It must be admit- 
ted that it would have been far more satisfactory if both of 
these conditions could have been done away with; but we 
had to submit to them with as good grace as possible. The 
medium says that the cabinet is necessary in order to “ con- 
centrate and hold the magnetic fluid’ which emanates from 
her person and which the spirits use for the production of the 
phenomena. Of course this may be due, largely, to auto- 
suggestion. Many mediums use cabinets, and Eusapia thinks 
she must have one also. But there is ground for supposing 
that there is a good deal of justice in her demand. In the 
first place, it would seem that the medium must know how 
she feels, and what conditions suggest the phenomena, bet- 
ter than outsiders possibly can. In the next place, we have 
frequently noticed that the nearer the cabinet curtains the 
medium can get, the stronger are the phenomena, and the 
more abundant and convincing. Most of the phenomena 
originate from within the cabinet, whatever may be the in- 
terpretation of that fact; so that, on any hypothesis, we can 
safely say that it influences their production. 

All mediums insist on certain “ conditions,’ which, they 
assert, are necessary for the production of their phenomena. 
Darkness is, apparently, one of these necessary conditions in 
physical phenomena. Why should this be so? It must be 
admitted that it is usually insisted upon for the reason that 
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it renders possible trickery of all kinds. But why should 
genuine mediums insist upon this condition? To tell the 
truth, it is not positively known why this should be; but va- 
rious theories have been advanced, and mediums have some- 
times made statements giving reasons for it. They assert 
that light is a very disruptive agent, possessing fine yet pow- 
erful qualities, and that, when one is dealing with such subtle 
forces and conditions as occur in a séance, light must be ex- 
cluded, for the reason that it destroys the subtle forces pro- 
duced and disintegrates the forms that might otherwise 
“ materialize.’ 

Is there any warrant for such an assumption? Let us 
take a simple analogy, which has often been used. Sensitive 
plates, used in photography, cannot, as we know, be exposed 
to the light before the picture is taken; if they were, they 
would be ruined, and the photograph spoiled. Darkness is 
necessary; it is one of the “conditions” required by every 
photographer for obtaining a successful photograph. And it 
may be so here. Light rays are now known to be very de- 
structive to some forms of animal life, and to human pro- 
toplasm, and if too long continued they are extremely ener- 
getic, and liable to disintegrate any excessively fine and subtle 
body. ‘That being the case, we are certainly entitled to take 
into consideration these requests of the medium; and we may 
consider her statements well founded, provided the imposed 
conditions do not admit the possibility of fraud. I may say 
that, in Eusapia’s case, this was nearly always precluded by 
the amount of light allowed. During a great part of the 
séance there was enough light for us to clearly see her hands, 
as wellas feelthem. Although the light was sometimes low- 
ered, it was at no time completely extinguished; and during 
the greater part of the séance it was very good, allowing us 
to see everything in the room with the greatest clearness and 
precision. 

I may remark just here that this medium has been caught 
in various actions which might be taken for conscious trick- 
ery from time to time, and will almost invariably resort to 
them unless she is prevented from doing so by the most rigid 
control (that is, the degree of certainty obtained in securely 
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holding her hands and feet.) The reason for this is that 
Eusapia, knowing that the production of genuine phenomena 
will exhaust her nervous forces, resorts to this simpler 
method, if her sitters are sufficiently credulous to allow it, in 
order to save herself, from the painful after-effects of a gen- 
uine séance. Nearly every investigator has at one time or 
another discovered action on her part which is more or less 
suspicious to any careful and scientific investigator, and con- 
sists in the substitution of one hand for two, and in the pro- 
duction of phenomena with the remaining free hand. If, 
however, sufficient precautions are taken, it is a compara- 
tively easy matter to frustrate her attempts; and when this is 
done, genuine phenomena are produced. Many of the phe- 
nomena are so incredible that by far the simplest explanation 
is that fraud has been operative in their production; but I can 
say positively (and I believe the records will show this) that 
fraud was quite impossible throughout our séances, not only 
because of the nature of our control of the medium, which was 
rigidly exacting, but because of the abundance of light. Any 
theory based upon the supposition that confederates were 
employed is absolutely discounted; first, because the séances 
were held in our own locked rooms in the hotel; and secondly, 
because throughout the séance it was light enough for us to 
see the whole room and its occupants. It is hardly necessary 
to add that we examined the cabinet, the table, instruments, 
and all articles of furniture, both before and after each séance. 

No one who has seen the effects of a séance upon Eusapia 
Palladino could doubt its genuine character, as far as the 
medium is concerned. At the conclusion of a séance she is 
faint, dizzy, nauseated, extremely weak, occasionally vomits, 
and remembers little that has occurred during the séance, 
while her face becomes deeply lined, greenish yellow in color. 
and appears to be shrunk to almost half its natural size. 
Moreover, many abnormal occurrences take place, quite 
apart from the phenomena themselves. Thus, during one 
séance, Professor Morselli, of Genoa, normally right-handed, 
became left-handed, while Eusapia herself, normally left- 
handed, became right-handed. Another remarkable phe- 
nomena frequently seen is this: There is a scar on Eusapia’s 
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forehead on the left side, about an inch long, from which is- 
sues, during and after a séance, a mysterious cold breeze, 
clearly perceptible to the hands. When tested by a ther- 
mometer, it has caused a fall of three or four degrees. Imme- 
diately over this scar there is, as I have said before, one white 
lock of hair; the rest of her hair is grayish brown in color. 
After one séance I examined this famous scar, touching it 
with my fingers, and distinctly felt the cold breeze, which was 
perceptible to all of us. We covered the medium’s mouth 
and nose with our hands, to prevent her from blowing, and 
held our own breaths. ‘The breeze was still perceptible. 
Finally, in order to test the hypothesis of hallucination, we 
held to her forehead a small tissue-paper flag, about two by 
three inches square, having covered her mouth and nose as 
before, and being careful not to breathe upon it ourselves. 
The result was that the flag was blown out from her head 
several times strongly, and finally so forcibly that it wrapped 
itself completely round the flagstaff supporting it. Thus, the 
objective nature of this cold breeze was satisfactorily demon- 
strated. 

During the first three séances (except for the stenog- 
rapher, who sat at a separate table, and was always visible to 
us), Mr. Fielding and I alone were present, one of us con- 
trolling the right hand and foot, the other controlling the 
left hand and foot of Eusapia. Nevertheless, in spite of our 
utmost precautions, and our constant observations and at- 
tempt to frustrate possible fraud on the part of Eusapia 
(which, by the way, she did not even attempt at these sé- 
ances), phenomena continued to happen in a most aggravat- 
ing manner. I shall quote a few passages from our detailed 
reports, illustrating both the character of the phenomena and 
the method of control, as well as the precautions we took to 
prevent their production by normal means. 

Our first séance commenced at 10.35 P. M., but it was not 
until after eleven that phenomena began. It is an interesting 
fact that no matter how good a séance may ultimately 
prove to be, there is an almost invariable wait of from half an 
hour to two hours before really big phenomena take place. 
It seems as though the force, whatever it is, must accumulate 
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and gather strength; and certainly the phenomena become 
more remarkable as the séance proceeds. Of course there is 
the alternative explanation that our attention would become 
relaxed after we had sat for an hour or two in the semi-dark. 
and that Eusapia would thus be able the more easily to resort 
to fraud. We reply to this that we took the utmost care to 
rest ourselves so as to be perfectly fresh at the commence- 
ment of each séance; and as each of us had sat scores and 
even hundreds of times with mediums, we were quite used to 
the process, and it did not excite or fatigue us in the least. 
Moreover, as I have said before, it was nearly always light 
enough for us to see the whole of the medium’s body, her 
face, her feet, and her hands, the last resting upon the table 
held in ours. 

To return, then, to our séance. The following are typical 
quotations from the record, as reported by us. A certain 
amount of repetition is unavoidable; but it must be remem- 
bered that when we were dictating accounts of phenomena, 
and of the control, to a stenographer during their actual pro- 
duction, we had but little time for choice of words. By 
“complete levitation ” of the table is meant the raising of the 
table completely off the floor without visible contact; by 
“partial levitation,” the tilting of the table upon two legs, 
without apparent contact, the other two legs remaining on 
the floor. In the notes will be found the initials F, B, and C. 
These stand for Feilding, Baggally, and Carrington respect- 
ively, and indicate the name of the dictator at that particular 
moment. 

At 11.44 P. M. a remarkable phenomena took place which 
we recorded as follows: 


Complete levitation of the table. 

F. My hand was on the table. Medium’s right hand on top 
of mine, and not touching the table. 

C. Medium’s left foot did not leave my right. My right 
hand was across both her knees. I am sure that at that time the 
medium’s leg did not come into contact with the leg of the table. 

F. There was no possibility of her touching the leg of the 


table on this side. The table was lifted completely into the air, 
off all four feet. 
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C. The medium’s right hand grasped my right hand firmly, 
and was over mine, mine being between hers and the table. 
F. My left foot was pressing strongly on hers. 


During the second séance a series of remarkable levita- 
tions followed one another very rapidly—so rapidly, indeed, 
that we did not have time to dictate the control of hand and 
foot after each phenomenon. In spite of our utmost endeavors 
to prevent the table from going up into the air, by securely 
holding the medium in various ways, it continued to do so. 
We were partly upon the floor, partly in our chairs, holding 
hands, feet, knees, ankles, and endeavoring at the same time 
to ascertain the distance between her skirt and the table leg, 
her body and the table, and to make other instantaneous 


measurements, such as the occasion permitted. The record 
will indicate this: 


11.01 P. M. The table tilts on the two legs farthest from the me- 
dium, both her hands being clearly visible, and about a foot away 
from the table, and her fists being clenched. 

C. The control of the feet being the same as before, except 
that my right hand is now also grasping her leg. 

F. My right hand is across both her knees. 

(The medium sat well back in her chair, and her body was at 
least nine inches from the table. We clearly remember the con- 
ditions of this striking phenomenon.) 

11.05 P. M. Complete levitation of the table. 

F. The table lifts about six inches; only C.’s and my hands 
were on the table, clasped across the middle. 

Another complete levitation of the table. 

F. Nobody’s hands are on the table. It goes up all by itself! 

Another complete levitation of the table. 

C. All hands being off the table. Her right hand was free, 
but perfectly visible, and about six inches above the table. 

11.10. F. asks medium to attempt levitation while standing 
up. She agrees, but presently says she cannot stand any longer. 
She reseats herself. 

11.11. Complete levitation of the table. 

C. Both hands of the medium were about eight inches above 
the table. I can clearly feel her left foot across my right; the 
leg of the table was not in contact with her skirt. 

Second complete levitation of the table. 

F. My left hand was underneath the bottom of the table leg, 
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and there was no contact between her skirt and the leg of the 
table. Her right hand was off the table altogether. 
C. There was nine inches between her body and the table. 


During the ninth séance we succeeded in obtaining a com- 
plete levitation of the table while one of us was under the 
table holding both her ankles in his hands. The light was 
abundant. 

But we were not content with that! We wished to ob- 
tain levitations of the table under conditions that did not de- 
pend upon our sense perceptions at all. To insure this, we 
had constructed, and used, a piece of apparatus, made by a 
carpenter in Naples, and constructed as follows: ‘Two taper- 
ing cones were made, and fastened to the floor. Into these 
wooden cones the table legs set. The object was to prevent 
any foot-action on the part of the medium, for it is obvious 
that she could not even touch the legs of the table, thus sur- 
rounded by the wooden cones. The tapering shape, how- 
ever, allowed a certain amount of rocking motion on the part 
of the table. Across the top of these cones, and joining them, 
was affixed a board. This prevented the medium from rais- 
ing the table with her knees; for had she raised them, they 
would merely have come into contact with this board, and 
would not have reached the lower edge of the table. We tied 
the medium’s feet to this apparatus with rope; we held her 
hands, arms and head away from the table altogether (in 
ours), yet, in spite of our best endeavors to prevent it, it con- 
tinued to levitate. After this, we felt that certainty had been 
reached; the levitations were true, beyond a doubt. 


During other séances we obtained raps, lights, and various 
movements of objects, under what we conceived to be excel- 
lent conditions. I shall refer to but one or two of these. 


During the seventh séance a small milking-stool, which 
we had placed inside the cabinet, came out of its own accord, 
and slid along the floor about a yard, approaching the me- 
dium. She placed her hand above it and waved it to and fro 
in various directions. The stool followed these motions, 
dragging itself along the floor, and finally rose into the air 
altogether. We passed our hands between the stool and the 
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medium, and along the carpet, ascertaining that there was no 
thread, hair, string, or attachment of any kind—which, how- 
ever, was fairly obvious to us, as there was a brilliantly 
lighted space of about two feet between her body and the 
stool. We then picked up the stool, examined it, and re- 
placed it on the floor. While this was being done, one of us 
securely held her left leg and foot (the one nearest the stool), 
and grasped her hand in one of ours. We did not allow her 
to touch or approach the stool after we had replaced it on the 
floor. In spite of our utmost precautions, however, the stool 
moved about in various directions, in obedience to waves of 
her hands above it, at a distance of some three feet, and 
finally was completely levitated. We considered that this 
experiment had been produced under absolute test condi- 
tions. 

One curious phenomenon is frequently observed in Eu- 
sapia’s séances. Her skirt will be gently blown outward as 
though by a breeze from within. It comes out gradually, 
generally approaching some object, which rushes in towards 
her as soon as the skirt touches it. This phenomenon was 
observed by M. and Mme. Curie and by Mr. Feilding, at a 
séance in Paris. During one of our séances this inflation 
took place gradually, and I asked Eusapia if I might place my 
hands down and feel the bulging of her skirt. She replied 
that I might. There was no material resistance, and cer- 
tainly no solid body was within, pushing the skirt outward. 
It receded several times under my hand, and was then puffed 
out again, as the sail of a ship might fill before a light breeze. 
\Vith her permission, we turned back her skirts and petticoats 
and examined them carefully, but found no mechanism of any 
sort concealed about her. \WWe may say that at a later séance. 
to which we had invited Signora Rocca and Miss Crawford— 
and Lord Sudeley, the two ladies made a thorough search, 
taking Eusapia into a separate room, causing her to strip, and 
examining her and her clothes carefully. No mechanism was 
found and nothing unusual was discovered about her person. 

This is interesting, in view of the remarkable touches and 
grasps by hands which we received during the sixth séance. 
At this sitting, which was attended by only the three mem- 
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bers of the committee, no strangers being present,* we both 
saw and felt livid white hands issue from the cabinet curtains 
and forcibly grasp us, and move material objects—both the 
medium’s hands, meanwhile, being securely held in ours, and 
visible upon the table. During this séance the medium passed 
into a deep trance state for the first time—owing, probably, 
to her increased confidence in us. Mr. Baggally was con- 
trolling her right hand and foot, and I the left hand and foot 
(the phenomena are usually more abundant on the left side), 
while Mr. Feilding sat opposite her at the other end of the 
table. After various minor phenomena (and, indeed, some 
startling ones), which must be omitted for lack of space, we 
find the following record: 


12.06 A. M. F. I saw a white thing coming over her head; 
I could not say what it was. 

C. My control exactly the same as before. I also saw the 
white thing. (It looked like a creamy-white object coming out, 
about six inches square.) 

C. The curtain blows right out twice, as though pushed by 
some substance. I could see the round swelling of the curtain. 
Her hand was pressing firmly against my hand, and I am holding 
it by the thumb. Both her legs around my right leg. 

B. Her right hand is on my left hand, on her right knee. 

F. I have asked the medium whether I could feel the hand 
also. She replied, “ Yes.” 

F. stands to the left of C., and leans over with his left hand 
outstretched about two and a half feet above and to the left of the 
medium’s head. Immediately after: F. I am touched by some- 





* Professors Bottazzi and Galotti, of the University of Naples, and three 
other gentlemen, attended the fourth séance, at our invitation. Personal 
friends of ours were admitted on three other occasions. The rest of the sit- 
tings were attended by the members of the committee only. 


+ As to this white object which appeared over Eusapia’s head, it would be 
very difficult to tell its consistency or composition. Glimpses of these ap- 
parently “ materialized” objects are always so fleeting that it is extremely 
difficult to get a clear look at them for longer than a second or two at a time. 
Sometimes these objects would seem misty, hazy, and uncertain; at other 
times, more solid and opaque, yet irregular, in outline; at other times, distinct 
hands could be perceived, having all the appearance of hands, and sufficiently 
solid and tangible to move material objects, and to grasp the investigators 
through the curtains with sufficient force to upset them in their chairs, and to 

recipitate them into the cabinet,—as happened on one memorable occasion. 
hese white hands invariably disappear behind the curtains; that is, they re- 
cede into the cabinet, apparently to “ gather power ” for their next appearance. 
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thing directly on the point of my finger. I am touched again. I 
am taken hold of by fingers, and I can feel the nails quite plainly. 

C. Her head pressing against my head. I am absolutely 
holding her left hand on the table. Both her legs are around my 
right leg under the chair. 


B. I am absolutely certain that her right hand is on my left 
hand, on her right knee. 


F. Iam touched again. Grasped this time as though by the 
lower parts of a thumb and fingers. 


B. I am touched gently on my hand, and at the same mo- 
ment I am touched by a hand on my shoulder. The curtain also 
comes out, as though struck violently by a hand from within. 


12.20 A. M. C. The medium now has her left foot on my 
right foot. 


B. And she places her right foot on my left foot, and I am 
feeling her knee with my knee. 


C. The medium rests her head on my right shoulder, and is 
pressing against it. I have my arm around her neck. I have her 


left hand in my left hand on the table. I saw the curtain blow 
out in front of me. 


Under these conditions of control, which we maintained 
carefully throughout, frequently verifying them, and ascer- 
taining that the hands we held were really separate hands, . 
and the hands of the medium, and while they (and her face) 
were constantly visible to us, hands issued from the curtains 
of the cabinet, slapped, pulled, and pinched us, and on one 
occasion grasped Mr. Baggally so firmly by the left arm, and 
pulled him so forcibly, that he was nearly dislodged from his 
chair and pulled into the cabinet. He was at that moment 
holding the medium’s right hand on the table, and I her left 
hand on her lap, while I was encircling her body with my 
right arm. Occasionally, hands issued from the curtain, car- 
rying various musical instruments, and on one or two occa- 
sions I felt a hand pass through my hair, which it afterwards 
pulled, and tap me with some force upon the top of the head. 
While this was going on I remained perfectly calm, as did we 
all, and at the very moment was dictating the condition of my 
hand and foot control to the stenographer. 

Frequently during our séances we all experienced a sensa- 
tion of cold, as though a cold breeze were issuing from the 
cabinet curtains and blowing over us. All who have had 
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sittings with Eusapia are convinced that this cold breeze is 
not subjective in character, but that it is distinctly and prov- 
ably objective. It is invariably noticed by all present at 
about the same time, and their descriptions all agree with one 
another as to its nature, and as to the sensations they experi- 
ence when it blows upon them. ‘This breeze sometimes 
seems to become denser and more solid, as it were, until it 
assumes the impression of icy-cold fingers. On several oc- 
casions when one of us placed his hand in the cabinet, behind 
the curtains, he experienced, first, a sensation of cold wind 
blowing round his hands; then a certain sense of solidity; and 
finally he was grasped by a hand from within the cabinet. 

One of the most common phenomena witnessed at Eu- 
sapia’s séances is the curious blowing out of the curtains, 
which takes place at nearly every séance, with great fre- 
quency and occasionally with violence. The curtain swells 
out as though it were bulged from within by a strong breeze, 
and does not in the least resemble the appearance it would 
have were it pulled by a string or thread from without. In 
the latter case, the curtain would come up in a point; but it 
invariably swells out in a large rounded bulge, as though some 
one were pushing against it with his head from within. If 
the curtain be touched with the hand over this bulging part, 
one experiences, as a rule, no material resistance, but occa- 
sionally one feels a solid substance, and a hand grasps the 
hand held to the curtain with distinct thumb and fingers. It 
would be impossible for Eusapia to produce this effect by 
fraud. In many of our séances, when these curtain phenom- 
ena took place, her legs and feet were tied to the legs of her 
chair with rope, her head and both her hands were clearly 
visible at a distance of some two feet from the cabinet cur- 
tains. No motion of her body was perceptible. During the 
actual process we ascertained repeatedly, by passing our 
hands up and down between the curtain and the medium, 
that no thread or hair or other attachment was present. Eu- 
sapia would usually hold one hand up towards the curtain in 
one of hers, and the curtain would slowly bulge out—a foot, 
two feet, and sometimes it would be blown right over the 
table, at right angles to the wall. 
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It is a remarkable fact that movements of objects in the 
cabinet will frequently correspond exactly to movements of 
her body outside the curtains. ‘Thus, a small music-box was 
placed in the cabinet. It was operated by means of a small 
crank handle on its upper surface. Eusapia lifted the hands 
of one of her controllers to her cheek, and, selecting one finger 
of the hand she held, she executed upon her cheek a circular 
movement, such as one might make in turning the handle of 
the music-box. As soon as she did so, the music-box began 
to play. When she ceased, the music-box also ceased; and 
when she recommenced, the music was again heard. The 
two phenomena synchronized perfectly. There was no pos- 
sibility of a trick. The music-box was our own, bought at a 
toy-shop for the séance. Eusapia had no means of touching 
it. It seems as though, when she executed some movement 
with her physical body, some “astral” counterpart in the 
cabinet duplicated her movements, and performed in reality 
upon the instruments which she played merely in imagina- 
tion. 

This was illustrated in our sittings in an interesting man- 
ner. A tambourine was lying on the floor of the cabinet 
about a yard distant from her feet. We had just examined 
it and found it to be free from material attachment. Weasked 
Eusapia to fetch this tambourine, or have it brought, and 
placed upon the séance table. She said, “I will bring it out 
with my foot.” Her two feet were resting securely on our 
feet, on opposite sides of the table, and were also tied to them 
with rope, so that it would have been an utter impossibility 
for Kusapia to reach the small object with her foot. But she 
does not mean her real foot; she means that some “ astral 
double,” or counterpart foot, reaches back into the cabinet 
and fetches the object out into full view. When she said, 
therefore, “I will fetch the object with my foot,” we knew 
that she did not mean her real foot, which remained under the 
table, pressing on and bound to ours. She meant her “as- 
tral” foot, which, in some way, extended back into the cab- 
inet and fetched the desired object. What she did, then, in 
order to obtain the tambourine, was to kick to and fro with 
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her foot,—still resting upon ours under her chair,—and the 
tambourine thereupon came out with a rush. 

Exactly corresponding to movements of her hand made 
over it at a distance of about a yard, the tambourine then 
began to jump up and down; and finally, giving one big leap, 
it jumped upon my lap, but fell down again to the floor. 
While this was taking place we could clearly see both of Eu- 
sapia’s hands, both her feet, her head, and her knees, all of 
which were clearly visible, and motionless—with the excep- 
tion of the left hand, which was held in mine, and which was 
gesticulating above the tambourine, at a distance of some 
two feet above it. 

I hesitate to lay the foregoing facts before my reader, 
feeling that they will be deemed incredible, even by those who 
are inclined to admit the possibility of the existence of an un- 
known force, capable of moving material objects, without 
visible contact. When I state that issuing from this cabinet, 
came hands and faces,—the former of which especially could 
be grasped, and distinctly felt,—I fear the general opinion 
will be, either that we were hallucinated, or that trickery 
must have been employed, though undetected by us. Be the 
explanation what it may, however,I am absolutelycertain that 
neither one nor the other of these interpretations is the right 
one. We were not hallucinated, for the reason (1) that our 
sense impressions checked one another’s; (2) that these 
hands have occasionally been photographed; and (3) that the 
result of their manipulations has been registered by the 
graphic method, so that their reality has been guaranteed by 
mechanical apparatus, as well as by the human senses. 

The question of fraud is, of course, a more difficult one. 
Had the medium succeeded in freeing one hand, she could 
have produced nearly all the phenomena we observed; and it 
became a question of positively assuring ourselves that both 
her hands were securely held. Certainly these touches could 
not have been produced by her feet, which were controlled 
by ours, and tied to her chair by ropes; equally certainly they 
could not have been produced by her head, which remained 
clearly visible throughout. Both her hands, held in ours, 
were also visible during the greater part of the time, in spite 
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of the fact that only the dim red light was allowed on these 
occasions. 

During the ninth séance I was repeatedly touched on the 
left side, and my arm forcibly gripped by a hand when I was 
holding both of Eusapia’s hands in mine—that is, one in each 
hand. I thereby ascertained positively that I had her two 
hands, which I kept separated more than a foot from each 
other. Her feet, knees, and head were also visible, her feet 
still being tied to the chair with ropes. 

Other investigators have obtained impressions of these 
hands, and of faces, in wet clay placed at some distance from 
the medium. These hands and heads generally differ en- 
tirely from the hands and head of Eusapia. Sometimes the 
hands are much larger than hers, at other times smaller. 
The impressions of heads that are made are occasionally of 
women, but much more frequently they are men’s faces— 
large, big-boned, and having beards. These impressions 
have been obtained under excellent test conditions, no other 
persons being present than the scientific investigators who 
were conducting the experiments. Moreover, these séances 
were held in the Physical Laboratory of the University— 
either in Naples, Genoa, or Turin. Even supposing that Eu- 
sapia could have freed one hand, therefore, she could not 
possibly have produced the results obtained, since, had she 
inserted her own freed hand or her own face into the putty, 
the impression left would have been that of her own body; 
and moreover, marks would have been left upon her hands or 
face. No such marks, however, have ever been discovered. 

One interesting incident occurred during the eleventh 
séance. The little stool which was to the right of the me- 
dium, on the ground, slowly approached the curtain of its 
own accord, and, while the investigators were closely watch- 
ing it, very slowly climbed up the face of the cabinet curtain 
to a height of about a foot and a half above the medium’s 
right shoulder, and then aproached the table, drawing the 
curtain with it. It was then deposited on the séance table. 
Our stenographer records the incident as follows: 

“As the control was no longer to be given in full, I had 
stood up to try to see some of the phenomena, and was stand- 
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ing behind and to the right of Mrs. H. (a lady whom we had 
invited to attend this séance). I was looking down at the 
little stool, which was on the floor, about a foot from the cur- 
tain and about two and a half feet from the medium’s leg, and 
wondering whether anything would happen. Suddenly, as I 
was looking, I saw it approach the curtain, and the curtain 
go out toward it; it then climbed very slowly indeed up the 
curtain—horizontally, one corner only pointing in, and touch- 
ing the curtain on the outside. It gave me the impression of 
being drawn up as if by a kind of magnet on the other side of 
the curtain. Jt slid past the curtain, which remained motionless. 
I felt up the curtain, as it was climbing up, on both sides of 
the stool, but not between the stool and the curtain, as I was 
afraid of interfering with the movements. There was noth- 
ing tangible behind it. When it had climbed up to a distance 
of about one and a half feet above Mrs. H.’s shoulder, it 
seemed to turn, and, drawing the curtain with it, went over 
Mrs. H.’s shoulder, on to the séance table. At the moment 
it was turning I was curious to verify the position of the me- 
dium’s left hand. I began with Mrs. H.’s shoulder, felt all 
down her arm, and discovered she was holding the medium’s 
left hand, which I felt right up to the medium’s shoulder. 
On bringing my hand down again to the medium’s hand, she 
made a violent movement as if to push it away, and said, 
“Somebody is breaking the current. Fili.” 

I must not be understood to say, however, that our sé- 
ances transpired without hitch or flaw. It is well known that 
Eusapia will resort to the usual method whenever she can, 
in order to save her vital energies from becoming exhausted; 
and we caught her, during the third séance in attempted ac- 
tion of this kind. It was the old method of substituting one 
hand for two. I immediately detected the act, and, indeed, 
knew that she was about to perform it before the actual sub- 
stitution of hands took place. The character of the resulting 
phenomenon was quite different from that of the genuine 
phenomena which had preceded and which followed it. 
Knowing that she would resort to such action, if possible, it 
did not in the least surprise us, and it would, in fact, have sur- 
prised us had she not attempted it. Anyone who has seen 














Personal Experiments With Eusapia Palladino. 589 


the exhausting effects upon Eusapia of a good séance can’t 
help but sympathize with her. But the very fact that she at- 
tempted this proved to us most conclusively that the other 
phenomena seen by us were genuine, and this for two rea- 
sons: In the first place, we detected the act the instant it 
was attempted. In the second place, as I have just said, the 
character of the resultant phenomenon differed absolutely 
from the genuine manifestations. I have remarked that dur- 
ing these séances the cabinet curtains were frequently blown 
out, as though by a wind from within, although all the doors 
and windows in the room were locked. During this par- 
ticular fraudulent manifestation, the curtain was thrown vio- 
lently over the table (by the freed hand), and this in no way 
resembled the gradual bulging of the curtain, which had 
frequently taken place in good light and under conditions of 
excellent control. 

I have again and again emphasized the fact that the light 
at our séances was abundant. My reason for doing so is that 
in many of the séances held by other investigators the room 
has been placed in almost total darkness—a very unsatisfac- 
tory condition for exact scientific observation. I may be 
asked why we should have been allowed a greater amount of 
light than many of the other investigators. I reply that it 
all depends upon the mental and physical health of the me- 
dium. If she is feeling low and depressed, out of sorts, wor- 
ried, or angry, then phenomena are sparse and unsatisfactory. 
She then allows but poor control, and insists upon almost 
complete darkness. If, on the contrary, she is feeling well 
and strong, happy and confident, the phenomena begin almost 
at once, even in a strong light, and become very powerful as 
the séance progresses. Eusapia probably knows this from 
past experience, and when she feels that phenomena will not 
be forthcoming, she endeavors to stimulate their production 
by less light, laxity of control, and, if they then fail to appear, 
by resort to trickery. But no one who has attended a really 
good séance could for a moment doubt the objective and in- 
dependent character of at least some of the phenomena. 

Curiously enough, her mental state seems to affect the 
result more than her physical condition. On two or three 


EOE Pore ee nas a 


i 
dl 
i 
4 








590 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


occasions, Eusapia appeared in a very bad humor, owing to 
some domestic trouble. The result was that we waited more 
than an hour before any manifestations of note took place. 
We were warned of this, happily, by previous investigators, 
and advised by them to stimulate her social nature, and en- 
deavor to make her buoyant and happy by presents, dinners, 
drives, and theatre-parties. We followed this advice, and 
found it to be exceedingly helpful. She enjoys all such diver- 
sions in the child-like manner of all true Neapolitans, and is 
easily amused by trifles. One memorable dinner-party 
brought this into prominence in a very amusing manner. 

I happened to have with me at the time one of those small 
toys which consist in a rubber bulb, attached to a smaller bulb 
by a piece of thin rubber tubing about two and a half feet 
long. If the smaller bulb be placed under a dinner-plate, and 
covered by the table-cloth, it lies flat and is practically in- 
visible. If, then, the larger bulb is squeezed, the plate will 
dance up and down as though bewitched. We showed this 
to Eusapia one day, and told her we were about to play a 
trick upon her husband—explaining to her how we should 
work it. She seemed delighted, and could hardly contain her 
laughter during the carriage drive, in anticipation of the 
amusement. While she took him aside for a moment, Mr. 
Feilding and I secretly introduced the bulb under her hus- 
band’s plate. When they returned, all was in readiness. 

It was a delightful, sunny day. The queer little restau- 
rant which we had visited upon her recommendation had to 
be approached by many winding passages. When, however, 
one had reached the dining-room, it repaid all the preliminary 
journey through the damp under-ground tunnel. We sat by 
one of the French windows, looking out upon the blue water 
of the Bay of Naples. There sat Eusapia and her husband, 
Mr. Feilding and myself occupying chairs on the opposite 
side of the table. 

Soon M. Palladino’s plate began to dance about in a mys- 
terious fashion. It rose up and down, and rocked to and fro, 
causing the oyster shells resting upon it to clatter. M. Pal- 
ladino is a very simple person. He has seen but little of the 
world, and, naturally enough, has implicit faith in the phe- 
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nomena obtained through his wife’s mediumship. When, 
therefore, his own plate commenced to prance about of its 
own accord, he at once assumed that he, too, was developing 
mediumistic capacities, and a look of seraphic happiness 
spread over his face. Meanwhile his wife, sitting next to 
him, had difficulty in controlling her mirth, which, indeed, 
soon became uncontrollable. M. Palladino carefully exam- 
ined his plate, holding his hand above it, at a distance of some 
three inches, and raising it gently in an upward direction. 
Surely enough, the plate invariably followed his hand—in 
response to a squeeze of the bulb in my hand. The simple, 
childlike manner in which Eusapia received this, and found 
continued amusement in it throughout the whole dinner, in- 
dicated to us clearly enough that she would find it very diff- 
cult to control her feelings, emotions, and thoughts in the 
way it would be necessary for her to do were her phenomena 
fraudulent throughout. 

When I called upon Professor Lombroso, in Turin, we 
talked for nearly an hour about Eusapia and her phenomena, 
and I then ascertained for the first time the exact position 
Professor Lombroso held. He had been converted from his 
old belief in the “ transformation of forces” into a definitely 
spiritistic interpretation of the facts. His mother had, so he 
told me, come to him at one of Eusapia’s séances, and em- 
braced him. He had recognized her perfectly. All this time 
Eusapia had ftemained quite visible at the séance table, and 
no one could possibly have entered the room, which hap- 
pened to be a physical laboratory. Equally interesting was 
the incident related to me by M. Youriévitch, of the Psycho- 
logical Institute of Paris. His father has been dead for some 
years. At one of Eusapia’s séances a solid though unseen 
body, tangible through the curtain, came to him, calling itself 
his father. Now, his father had a peculiarly deformed finger ; 
it tapered to a point, and the nail was deformed to suit the 
finger. M. Youriévitch asked if his “father” in Russian— 
a language absolutely unknown to Eusapia—whether his 
father would impress his hand in the wet clay that was in the 
cabinet behind the curtain. Some time elapsed, the medium 
being carefully held and watched meanwhile. Soon the in- 
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vestigators were told to turn up the light, and when they had 
done so and examined the clay in the cabinet, they found 
upon it an impression of a hand, the first finger of which bore 
identically the same marks of deformity as his long-dead 
father! Similar experiences were told me by M. Flammarion 
and other investigators of Eusapia’s phenomena. 

It is obvious that if these phenomena, occuring in the 
presence of Mme. Palladino, are genuine, they are of the 
greatest importance to science, since they indicate the exist- 
ence of causal agencies unrecognized by physical science as it 
exists to-day. Some of the phenomena, at least, we, in com- 
mon with all other investigators who have had sittings with 
Eusapia Palladino, regard as absolutely and finally proved. 
The phenomena of levitations of the table, raps, and the 
movement of physical objects without contact, are, we be- 
lieve, established beyond all doubt; and, if such is the case, it 
behooves science to make every effort to ascertain the nature 
and extent of the agencies which produces these phenomena. 
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PSYCHOTHERAPY .* 
By James H. Hyslop. 


Readers of this Journal will have remarked that I have 
had occasion to criticize Prof. Muensterberg for his treat- 
ment of psychic research, and perhaps rather severely. It is 
a pleasure, therefore, to speak in a different manner of the 
work now under notice. It is probably the first work from 
any university man that has dealt seriously with the problem 
of psychotherapy. It is the first that has come under the 
writer's attention, and its spirit shows very clearly that an 
awakening in the field of psychology is coming. There have 
been occasional discussions by the academic psychologists of 
the “subconscious,” but with little appreciation of either its 
philosophic or its practical connections. Prof. Muensterberg 
has thrown down the gauntlet in a rather bold way, tho ex- 
hibiting a most conservative attitude of mind toward the 
whole subject. 

The preface frankly recognizes that, in so far as the sci- 
ence of psychology is concerned, there is a widespread state 
of intellectual and moral ferment going on. ‘The author sees 
what the popular interest in the subject means and that the 
attention of the popular magazines to all sorts of psycholog- 
ical sensationalism indicates a tendency that disregards the 
academic aristocracy in this and other subjects. ‘ What is 
needed,” he says, “in this time of faith cures of a hundred 
types is to deal with the whole circle of problems in a serious, 
systematic way and to emphasize the aspect of scientific psy- 
chological theory.” What he says to the physician is no less 
interesting and suggestive of concessions which I think even 
Prof. Muensterberg would not have made twenty years ago. 
In stating his two objects in this book he says that his second 
and positive aim is “to strengthen the public feeling that the 





* Psychotherapy. By Professor Hugo Muensterberg, Professor of Psvy- 
chology in Harvard University. Moffat, Yard & Company. New York. 1909. 











594 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


time has come when every physician should systematically 
study psychology, the normal in the college years and the ab- 
normal in the medical school. This demand of medical edu- 
cation cannot be postponed any longer.” And then as if 
sounding the tocsin he adds: “ The aim of the book is not to 
fight the Emmanuel Church Movement, or even Christian 
Science or any other psychotherapeutic tendency outside the 
field of scientific medicine. I see the element of truth in all of 
them, but they ought to be symptoms of transition. Scientific 
medicine should take hold of psychotherapeutics now or a 
most deplorable disorganization will set in, the symptom of 
which no one ought to overlook to-day.” 

It would be possible for an interested critic to say in re- 
gard to all this that it is an unwilling concession to a move- 
ment which academic psychology cannot control and that it 
is trying to defend its authority by admitting the facts and 
rejecting the theories of the people whom we do not like. The 
conservative classes always surrender in that way. Popular 
views and assertions are first ridiculed and then when they 
become too strong to be disregarded they are said to be dis- 
tortions of the truth and an effort is made to save the author- 
ity of the traditional powers by conceding the facts and main- 
taining the old explanations. But I shall not accuse the 
author of this policy. He is correct in sounding an alarm, if 
I may call it such, and if this is not exactly the correct way to 
describe the situation it will not be disputed that the old and 
the new psychology—the latter being the academic experi- 
mental psychology—must get to work if they are going to 
save the situation for any usefulness at all in their calling. 
Already we hear of the muckrake coming for the colleges, 
and in democratic civilizations the public has sufficient power 
to exact some attention to its interests, and Prof. Muenster- 
berg’s reveille recognizes both an opportunity and a duty, an 
opportunity to save the results of the past and the duty to 
guide the thought of the future. 

The Introduction is no less effective in stating the situa- 
tion for psychology. I do not mean for psychic research, as 
many conceive psychology to be, but the study of the normal 
mind. Prof. Muensterberg sees and states fully enough that 
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the present academic psychology has neglected its opportuni- 
ties and its duties. It has remained in aristocratic seclusion 
and has failed to educate the classes who are doing the acting 
of the world. The practical tendencies of the age will surely 
hold it to account for its labors, and unless it accepts this task 
of education it will disappear from the curriculum of the col- 
lege. This is the meaning of Prof. Muensterberg’s alarm 
and he is undoubtedly correct about the matter. 

I shall not enter into any detailed account of the prelim- 
inary chapters which are intended as preparations for later 
discussions, but I may briefly recognize their timely and use- 
ful analysis of the ideas which are paraded too learnedly by 
many a popular quack and enthusiast as explanations of phe- 
nomena when they are nothing more than vague words to 
denominate mysterious facts. What Prof. Muensterberg 
clearly sees and states is that all the new terms for expressing 
the points of view for the “new thought ” propaganda have 
no meaning until they are properly connected and affiliated 
with normal experience. So long as new terms only denom- 
inate unexplained facts they are only makeshifts to conceal 
our ignorance, and this Prof. Muensterberg clearly sees and 
admits. 

The Chapter on “ Suggestion and Hypnotism ” is an in- 
teresting discussion of the very point mentioned. The public 
does not seem to recognize that “ suggestion ” is only a name 
for processes about which we either know nothing at all or 
only that little which shows its connections with the familiar. 
What Prof. Muensterberg says on this subject is perhaps the 
best that has been said. It is not all that can be said and 
perhaps it will not reach the popular mind as clearly as he de- 
sires. But this may be the fault of his scientific training and 
experience in the laboratory and is not to be mentioned as 
fault. The educator may work it out more fully. 

If any criticism is to be made here I think it would be for 
the apparent feeling that he has exhausted the meaning of the 
conception of “suggestion.” If he intends this to be the case 
I should take exception. I do not think that we have made 
much headway in explaining all that is denominated by the 
term. Ithink there is a perfectly enormous field of ignorance 
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still concealed by that term and it behooves psychology to 
admit this and to investigate until it has some right to ex- 
hibit the confidence which its usual dogmatism assumes in 
referring to it as an explanation of so much. ‘To the present 
writer “suggestion,” while it exhibits some relation to the 
normal mental processes by which one mind influences an- 
other, also denotes certain facts quite at variance with these 
normal phenomena. It is all very well to remark the recep- 
tive mood of a listener and the readiness to respond to ideas 
in various situations as containing elements of “ suggestion,” 
and “suggestion” does often or always contain such ele- 
ments or associated functions, but as it is known in abnormal 
psychology it often, if not always, shows a strange automat- 
ism which the normal mind does not show in its amenability 
to “suggestion.” It would not appear so anomalous to sci- 
ence if it had no other elements than what we observe in 
normal “suggestion.” ‘The performance of silly acts, indeed 
of irrational acts, in an unconscious or automatic manner and 
without the deliberativeness of the normal consciousness is a 
factor which we do not find in normal “ suggestion ” and tho 
we are quite right in seeking its intelligibility or connections 
in this we must not pretend that we have fully explained its 
meaning by invoking what we know in normal psychology. 
Often as we must find this relation it is not all and we have 
still to find an explanation for its anomalous features which it 
was the object of the term to recognize and denominate. 
Perhaps there are places in which Prof. Muensterberg admits 
this and he may not emphasize it because he needs or desires 
to make clear its relation to what we know of normal pro- 
cesses. 

It is the chapter on the “ Subconscious ” that interests the 
psychic researcher most. Not because we have any need to 
believe or deny the existence of such a thing, but because it is 
here that the psychic researcher comes into contact with the 
part which psychology has to play in the discussion of the 
claims to the supernormal. In regard to the “ subconscious 
mind” Prof. Muensterberg takes very radical ground. He 
here shows all his strength and weakness as a psychologist 
He disposes of the whole subject apparently in three words. 
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and then devotes the whole chapter to a refutation of his own 
views. ‘The first sentence of the chapter is: “ The story of 
the subconscious mind can be told in three words; there is 
none.” ‘This is a fine sentence for the newspapers and the 
ordinary Philistine to quote. It is such an easy and con- 
venient way to get rid of a problem. But then he immedi- 
ately adds the following statement. “ But it may need many 
more words to make clear what this means, and to show 
where the misunderstanding of those who believe the sub- 
conscious almost the chief role in the mental performance 
sets in.” ‘Then he goes on to devote the whole chapter to 
the discussion of the same facts which the psychologist every- 
where has described by the “subconscious,” not reflecting 
that it matters little what terms you use, provided you recog- 
nize the facts and explain the meaning of your terms. It is 
what the word “ subconscious ” describes that is the import- 
ant fact and not the illusions to which the popular mind is 
exposed and which seems to be the great bugbear of Prof. 
Muensterberg. 

I cannot go into any elaborate account of Prof. Muenster- 
berg’s views, as I wish to examine the problem itself. Suf- 
fice it to say that he seems to regard as physiological what 
many psychologists treat as “ subconscious.” He then goes 
into an elaborate account of the functions of the brain which 
I think psychologists and physiologists some day will admit 
to be either imagination or metaphysics, if it is to be regarded 
as anything more than a description of facts. Whether one 
or the other it is not explanation. 

It will be impossible to examine at the desired length the 
position which Prof. Muensterberg occupies with reference 
to the phenomena usually described as “subconscious.” I 
should have to go deeply into the larger problems of philos- 
ophy and the interminable discussions involved. Suffice it to 
say, however, that Prof. Muensterberg holds to some kind of 
parallelism, as it is called. This view maintains that con- 
sciousness and physiological action are not convertible, but 
may be spoken of as independent or parallel with each other 
in some sense of the terms. They may be related to each 
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other as invariable concomitants, but not as interconvertible. 
That is, one of them is not transmuted into the other. 

Now for our purposes here it does not matter whether this 
be true or false. I do not think that we are concerned with 
any question as to the nature of consciousness or its relation 
to other functions of the organism. All that we have to keep 
in mind in this discussion is the question whether we have 
any reason to distinguish in any sense whatever between 
physical and mental phenomena. Prof. Muensterberg con- 
cedes this right and the fact. What the nature of that dis- 
tinction is makes no difference. Logical purposes are satis- 
fied with one of any kind. This being the fact the real ques- 
tion in any system of classification is whether that distinction 
can be sustained throughout the whole field of facts. 

Now we have usually regarded physiological phenomena 
as mechanical and so undirected by any conscious purpose 
within the ken of immediate introspection. That is, the vari- 
ous activities of the brain are classified with what are known 
as mechanical acts and without the directing accompaniment 
of consciousness. Mental states are, as Prof. Muensterberg 
defines them, assuming them generalized in the term con- 
sciousness, states of awareness. The physical functions are 
not states of awareness, or at least are not known as such. 
To assume them to be this would be to break down the dis- 
tinction between physical and mental as that is defined and 
recognized. Hence ever since the time of Descartes we have 
thus kept consciousness and physical events apart from each 
other so far as known. ‘This may be wrong, but it is not op- 
posed to the view of Prof. Muensterberg. Hence when he 
denies the existence of the “subconscious mind” he com- 
mits himself to the idea that what is popularly attributed to 
the “subconscious ” is in reality physiological. Prof. Muen- 


sterberg does not wince at this accusation. He accepts it 
and boldly maintains that all facts which are not conscious 
are physiological. 

So far he is consistent enough, but he forgets what 
reason the psychologist generally had to mediate between the 
physiological and the mental and this was to bridge the chasm 
between things that seems to set up an irresolvable dualism 
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in nature. I cannot go into this question of dualism and it 
is not necessary. But the average psychologist found that 
there were phenomena that he could not classify as mechan- 
ical because of their definite characterestics of knowledge and 
yet they could not be called conscious in the normal sense be- 
cause they were not introspected or remembered by the nor- 
mal consciousness. He thus seemed to find an intermediate 
class of acts which he could not call one or the other without 
abandoning his definition of both. Hence he used the term 
“subconscious” to exclude them from the normally con- 
scious while he either left the question whether they were 
physiological or not open to further inquiry or definitely ex- 
cluded them from the mechanical. The term “ subcon- 
scious ’’ was a convenient one to denominate a field which 
was outside the clear facts of normal consciousness, whatever 
ultimate solution be given of their nature. They were not 
clearly one or the other of the physical or mental, so long as 
these were defined as mutually exclusive of each other. 

It is apparent in his conception and discussion of the prob- 
lem that Prof. Muensterberg thinks of the “ subconscious 
mind” in the popular sense. Indeed it is the popular con- 
ception of everything that he is either afraid of or opposes 
with Catonic fierceness. He is no democrat, tho he wants 
to educate the popular mind. I imagine, however, that it is 
more to save his position than it is for any respect for that 
type of mind. As for myself I do not think that we should 
ever assume the popular conceptions to refute them. It is 
not easy to tell what the popular ideas are on any scientific 
or philosophic subject. The common mind does not use its 
terms in the traditional philosophic sense and careful exam- 
ination will often reveal the fact that, with all its peculiar use 
of terms, it really thinks much as the philosopher does and 
the philosopher will have to learn to contradict it less and to 
educate it more into philosophic usage. But taking the pop- 
ular conception of the “ subconscious mind ” as it often really 
or apparently represents itself I would quite agree that it 
needs criticism. To Prof. Muensterberg “ subconscious 
mind” implies that there is a conscious and a subconscious 
entity inhabiting the same organism. I doubt if many un- 
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tutored minds really hold this view, because few people of 
the uneducated type ever get any farther in their use of terms 
than the descriptive one and for them consciousness and 
mind are the same thing. It is only for the metaphysician 
that mind and consciousness represent, the one the subject 
and the other the function. For the philosopher mind repre- 
sents the thing that thinks, and consciousness the act or phe- 
nomenon of thinking. But since materialism set in there has 
been a tendency everywhere to identify mind and conscious- 
ness as the same thing. Hence for any school of thought 
outside of the orthodox type of religious belief the “ sub- 
conscious mind” and the conscious mind are but terms for 
groups of facts which have to be distinguished from each 
other. 

No doubt Thompson Jay Hudson is much to blame for 
introducing the phrase into usage in a way to create confusion 
for all those who desire to distinguish between mind and con- 
sciousness. But the psychologists who have used the term 
“ subconscious ” have seldom linked it with the term mind, or 
having done so have also made it clear that they were not 
playing with metaphysics in their action. For them the 
“subconscious ” meant a set of phenomena which were like 
conscious events in their evidence of intelligence but not like 
it in their concomitant of normal memory and purpose. They 
were also quite as distinct from the mechanical and physio- 
logical actions of the organism as conscious acts could be 
supposed to be. Hence the need of a term to describe them 
while it distinguished them from the two extremes of facts 
within the ken of knowledge. 

It is the scientific man’s point of view and conception that 
has to be assumed in this problem, and not the uncertain and 
undefined idea of the popular mind. The latter has no re- 
sponsibilities and requires education, not refutation. The 
question which Prof. Muensterberg has to answer is whether 
there are any facts that resemble the mental in their nature 
and yet are not within the ken of its introduction normally. 
To call them hysterical and physiological is not to solve the 
problem or to answer the question. It only raises the further 
question whether we can distinguish at all ultimately between 
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the physical and mental, and as long as Prof. Muensterberg 
insists on the distinction he can be held to the duty of making 
clear what he means by talking about various brain centers 
having a consciousness of their own and yet insisting upon 
the unity of the mind as he does. 

If he is merely protesting against the unintelligible wan- 
dering and speculations of the popular mind in its usage of 
the term “subconscious mind” I should not quarrel with 
him. But I am insisting that psychologists who have em- 
ployed the terms subliminal and “ subconscious ” have a very 
definite idea of what they mean and it is that there are mental 
phenomena lying between the conscious and the physical, 
even tho we ultimately discover that even the two extreme 
types have some resemblances. As known directly, how- 
ever, they are different, and yet we find between them a set 
of facts that are neither of them in the superficial character- 
istics at least. ‘“‘ Subconscious,” therefore, clearly indicates 
their relation to the normal consciousness without commit- 
ting us to any assured identification with the purely mechan- 
ical. Their affiliation with the mental in respect of their in- 
telligent character suggests that we cannot identify them 
with the mechanical and physiological, unless we accept a 
similar identification for consciousness, which would be to ac- 
cept a theory that Prof. Muensterberg denies. 

As for myself I have no objection to the acceptance of 
their identification if the facts prove it. I am not so com- 
mitted to dualism that I would hold to it at all hazards. In- 
deed I do not think that philosophy or science have any par- 
ticular issues at stake in the matter and do not care which 
way the question is decided. But I do not find it necessary 
on any ground to quarrel with the idea of the “subcon- 
scious,” while I also see no reason for insisting upon its ne- 
cessity for psychical research. In fact the denial of the ex- 
istence of such intermediate facts or of what is called the 
“subconscious” is only to place oneself where he cannot 
make his theories for explaining the phenomena of Mrs. Ver- 
rall, Mrs. Piper, Mrs. Quentin and Mrs. Smead in any respect 
intelligible. Prof. Muensterberg cuts himself off absolutely 
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from any resource whatever for impeaching the most super- 
ficial theory of them. 

What Prof. Muensterberg needs to realize is the fact that 
we require some term to describe the nature or relation of 
certain phenomena which have to be distinguished from such 
facts as digestion, circulation, transmission of nervous energy, 
etc., and such intelligent acts as he attributes to hysteria. 
There is a fundamental distinction between them and it is 
apparent in all the phenomena of somnambulism and intelli- 
gent automatic writing. All that psychologists have meant 
by the “ subconscious ” is that the latter phenomena were so 
distinguished and their relation to normal consciousness thus 
described. I quite agree that we require to correct the mis-~ 
conceptions of the popular mind, but it does not help matters 
to wholly deny the “ subconscious ”’ and to refer the facts to 
physiological functions which are as little known as the spec- 
ulative theories of the mediaeval philosophers. Nearly all 
that physiology speaks of, when it does more than describe 
the facts, is conjecture, and often conjecture of the most re- 
mote kind. There is no doubt that the phenomena of con- 
sciousness are connected with brain or neural action of some 
kind, but physiology knows as little about its nature as psy- 
chology knows about the nature of the subliminal processes. 
It may be that we shall ultimately find some unity, not only 
between physiological and what are called “subconscious ” 
acts, but also between consciousness and physiological facts. 
But we have not yet arrived at any such confident views of 
the physiological processes as Prof. Muensterberg imagines. 
He speaks and writes as if they were as clear as noonday, but 
they are in fact only the subject of hypotheses, and of a kind 
that are exceedingly tenuous. We know the fact that con- 
sciousness and other events are definitely related to the cen- 
tral nervous system, but that is about all. Certain uniformi- 
ties of co-existence and sequence between brain and mind are 
well known, but what the nature of the process is can only be 
the subject of speculation, and yet Prof. Muensterberg speaks 
as if we knew them as well as we know the objects of vision 
or hearing. I do not believe that this is a fact. I believe 
that we have made very little approximation toward the un- 
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derstanding of what the nervous system does in connection 
with mental phenomena, whether conscious or “ subcon- 
scious,’ and we shall not make any progress in ascertaining 
more until physiologists and psychologists admit this and ex- 
hibit humility enough to stimulate to the proper inquiries. 

I repeat that I am not defending the existence of the 
“subconscious’”’ in the interests of any theory of psychic 
phenomena that I may hold. Indeed I might use Prof. 
Muensterberg’s sceptical position regarding the existence of 
the “ subconscious ” as so much in favor of the theories that 
I hold regarding the supernormal. One thing neither Prof. 
Muensterberg nor any other critic of psychic research can 
deny, and that is the fact that the “ subconscious ” has been 
very extensively employed as a means of making a spiritistic 
interpretation of certain phenomena unnecessary or impos- 
sible. The chief objection to spirits in certain cases has been 
the appeal to the remarkable capacities of a “ subconscious 
mind.” But if we are not to admit the existence of any such 
thing the way is open for the admission and extension of ex- 
ternal agencies to account for such phenomena as are on 
record in the archives of the Society for Psychical Research. 
Prof. Muensterberg should at least recognize the sceptical 
motive of all those who have used the “subconscious,” or 
the idea of it, to limit, if not refute the hypothesis of spirits 
for a wide field of facts. His denial of its existence only plays 
into the hands of the very theory which he rejects so ve- 
hemently. Prof. Jastrow would be at variance with his de- 
nial of the “ subconscious ” and so would many another psy- 
chologist, and it may not be out of the way for us here to pit 
the psychologists against each other in this problem. 

I quite sympathize with Prof. Muensterberg’s desire to 
maintain the unity of the mind, but I am not so bent upon 
this at all hazards as to ignore facts or the opinions of able 
investigators. I can conceive that various brain centers 
should have their own independent intelligent activity, and 
if facts force me to admit this I should give up the unity of 
the mind in deference to them. But I should still look for 
that kind of unity which we find even in the most refractory 
cases of secondary personality. However, the unity of the 
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mind is not any part of the problem of psychic research. 
Whether a unity or not the question is whether there are any 
supernormal phenomena or not. This means only that we 
are to ascertain whether there is any evidence of intelli- 
gence that is not due to the normal channels of sense per- 
ception, and no amount of denying the “ subconscious ” and 
talking about physiological functions will escape that issue. 
It will only throw dust in the eyes of the public which you 
are pretending to criticize or educate. 

To me the suggestive possibilities of the “ subconscious ” 
are that the accepted fact helps to bridge a great chasm which 
Prof. Muensterberg recognizes but makes no effort to span. 
If there are phenomena which have characteristics of both 
consciousness and mechanical events we may well ask 
whether we are not approaching a solution of problems that 
Do Bois Raymond, Tyndall, Helmholtz and others thought 
might be insoluble. Anything lying between consciousness 
and physical phenomena suggests as much for the unity of 
things as any one might desire, and we might say that Prof. 
Muensterberg shuts the doors against the unity which he be- 
lieves. 

But I shall not criticize farther. I think the work as a 
whole is too helpful a book to exhibit any unfair animadver- 
sions against it: I think it a book which should be read by 
every one interested in the perplexities of abnormal and su- 
pernormal psychology. And it would not hurt any one to 
become saturated with the author’s theories for awhile. We 
may be assured that facts would ultimately lead him to the 
truth, tho that truth brought about the destruction of the 
author’s theories. 

I have nothing to say about later chapters. They belong 
more to medicine and therapeutics than to psychic research. 
Only one question I have to ask. Where did Prof. Muenster- 
berg get the facts which he quotes? He does not tell us 
whether they are his own personal observations and records 
or obtained from others. Before quoting instances, he re- 
marks that he will turn “to my unsystematic reminiscences 
of many years,” and then in each instance carefully avoids 
remarking whether it was a personal case under his own ob- 
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servation. Indeed the remark quoted does not strictly claim 
personal diagnosis and record. On that point the author 
ought to be clear, and if he has not taken the cases from his 
own experience he should acknowledge the source of his il- 
lustrations. 
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EDITORIAL. 


Members (those paying $10 a year) who have not received 
copies of the Proceedings (Vol. III., Part I.) will please com- 
municate with the Secretary to that effect. We have some 
reason to believe that copies were lost in the mails from be- 
ing insufficiently wrapped. The number is a volume of 592 
pages, with 45 illustrations. It is possible that some who 
are entitled to it have not received a copy. 





Membership. 


It is desirable to continue efforts for increasing the num- 
ber of our members and we take this opportunity to repeat a 
request made last year and responded to with some hearti- 
ness by many members, namely, that we should be glad to 
receive the names and addresses of friends whom we may 
circularize with literature explaining our objects and needs. 
We do not publish the names of members because many pre- 
fer not to be known as interested in the subject or as mem- 
bers of the Society. Besides certain advertisers desire lists 
of names with addresses and we have deemed it best to se- 
cure members against unwelcome intrusions from that 
source. We have about 900 members of all ranks and it is 
extremely important to more than double this number. We 
might indeed be able to reduce membership fees if we had 
3,000.members. An ever increasing list of names of persons 
who might be circularized with a view to possible member- 
ship is the first important step toward that end. We hope 
that members will always have it in mind to send us names 
and addresses for the purpose. 





Immediate Needs of the Work. 


It will be necessary from time to time, as in all incipient 
undertakings, to present the situation and needs of the work 
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whose duties have increased since the organization of the 
Society. Members will recall that we obtained the sum of 
$25,000 before its organization with the right to use principal 
and interest in organizing and advancing the work, with the 
hope that we should obtain the proper endowment in the 
meantime. That endowment has not been forthcoming. 
The result has been that the investigations which were sup- 
ported by the preliminary fund have had to be suspended 
and for the future, until adequate funds have been procured, 
we shall have to limit our work to the publication of the ma- 
terial accumulated, and to rely upon membership fees to ac- 
complish this. But the properly scientific work of the Soci- 
ety cannot be effected until an endowment has been obtained. 

One thing, however, can be pressed for and is, in fact, 
absolutely indispensable for the continuance of the simplest 
part of it. This is to obtain a permanent office. The work 
done so far has resulted in the collection of a large mass of 
material which requires at least to be preserved and which 
cannot possibly be preserved without a fund large enough 
to pay the rental of a permanent office. We must not forget 
that a large part of Dr. Hodgson’s collected data, which Mr. 
Fielding says is of very great value, having gone over it, 
would have been destroyed but for its assignment to the 
American Society. Besides this we have three years of pub- 
lications with the plates for the Proceedings which cannot be 
preserved unless we have endowment to do so. There is a 
more or less steady sale of publications which will keep up 
for years and yet supplies cannot be made for those who de- 
mand them unless the material can be kept. We have put 
our hands to the plow and should not turn back. The start 
that has been made has been a good one and the work should 
not lapse, as it has done twice before, for lack of means to 
protect it. Americans boast that they are ahead of the 
world in all scientific and practical matters. This is certainly 
not true in psychic research. Italy, France and England are 
far ahead of us. The able scientific men of Europe are inter- 
ested and active in the work. France, I understand, has 
given the income of $800,000 to such work as that of the 
American Institute. The English Society has an endow- 











608 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 


ment that guarantees a permanent office and place of record 
for its material. The American Society would have noth- 
ing but for the decision of a few of us to insist upon laying 
aside a little over $8,000 as a permanent fund and this we 
have. But the income of it is much too little to pay the rent 
of an office and to preserve the large mass of records already 
on hand, to say nothing of those that are accumulating with 
each year’s work. We have storage and insurance to pay 
for the material, published and unpublished, until disposed 
of, and it is desirable that this shall not be lost by any acci- 
dent that might happen to the Secretary, to say nothing of 
the need for a trained successor in case of the contingency 
mentioned. 

A permanent office will insure a place for the preserva- 
tion of records and distribution of published material, and 
thus invite the endowment which is so necessary for carrying 
on the proper investigations. ‘The phenomena in which the 
Society is interested have been wasted in all the past history 
of the human race from want of a place and men to collect 
and preserve them. Each man’s experience dies with him, 
so far as scientific value is concerned, unless investigated 
and recorded. To have the community know that there is 
a bureau to which important experiences may be reported 
and where they can be kept for scientific use is the most im- 
portant step in the effort to induce more thorough scientific 
investigation. Hence the effort first to secure this end. 

As we have explained before, it will require an endow- 
ment of $25,000 to pay the rental of an office, and the same 
amount to pay the salary of a qualified under-secretary. But 
the first thing is the rental of an office. The Secretary’s 
home, which has hitherto been used for the purpose, cannot 
much longer be used for this purpose. Ina few years it will 
be sold for the estate to which it belongs and the material 
which has been left to the Society as well as its own accumu- 
lations will have no place of preservation. 

We already have $8,400 of a permanent fund and it would 
be easy to raise this to the required $25,000 in various ways, 
if the proper foresight and sacrifices were made. We may 
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suggest several ways in which the attainment of the object 
ought to be perfectly feasible. 

1. If the Fellows, Members and Associates were to 
double their membership fees for the next two years with the 
view to one-half of them being used for the endowment it 
would be secured. 

2. Life membership might effect the same result. If 
ten new Life Fellows, forty Life Members and fifty Life 
Associates could be obtained the same end would be se- 
cured. We mean within the present membership of the 
Society. It is probable that, owing to what is indicated by 
the rank of membership, the order of this method should be 
twenty Life Fellows, twenty-five Life Members and thirty 
Life Associates. 

Various combinations would effect the same result. But 
there is no reason why the end could not be accomplished by 
the members of the Society and the whole matter of the en- 
dowment for investigations could be left to outsiders. Be- 
sides this one object accomplished we could more success- 
fully make the appeal for the proper means for the work. 
The first thing that we have to establish is the belief that the 
Society is a permanent organization, and in fact this perma- 
nence is the most important feature of our present efforts. 

It has been deemed best, however, to try but one of these 
methods at a time, and hence a circular will be sent to the 
members with a form of pledge adapted to the first plan here 
suggested. It will be desirable for them to reflect on the 
matter before the next financial year opens. 

It requires about $4,000 to $5,000 a year just for printing 
and distributing our publications, to say nothing of the con- 
comitant expenses of getting the material ready for printing. 
It should be apparent that an office is absolutely indispens- 
able to orderly work and records. With an office assured 
the work of records will take care of itself without undue 
expense. 
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INCIDENTS. 


The Society assumes no responsibility for anything published under 
this head and no indorsement is implied, except that it has been furnished 
by an apparently trustworthy contributor whose name is given unless 
withheld at his own request. 


CASES OF ALLEGED TELEPATHY. 


Readers will recall an editorial in reply to the request for 
more facts and also the circumstance that telepathy figures 
as a very large hypothesis in the popular explanations of the 
supernormal. I have resolved here to satisfy both interests 
by publishing all the incidents that have been collected since 
the beginning of the Society and that can claim superficially 
to have been telepathic, at least some of them. I expect to 
publish another set obtained in connection with the play 
known as “ The Witching Hour,” by Mr. Augustus Thomas, 
and advertised in the newspapers by an ingenious method. 
But the present group of coincidental experiences represent 
all that I have been able to collect during the first two years 
of the Society’s existence. ‘They filled about one-half a box 
used as a file. ‘The material on experiences with private me- 
diums for the same period filled eight boxes of the same size. 
The material representing experiences with public mediums 
filled four boxes, and the miscellaneous matter representing 
a variety of psychic experiences of a more or less private 
nature or source filled seven similar boxes. Premonitions 
filled two boxes, clairvoyance less than one, automatic writ- 
ing, private cases, two boxes, apparitions three boxes, phys- 
ical phenomena one box, coincidental dreams two boxes, and 
other types some five or six boxes. 

What I desire remarked in these facts is the disproportion 
between the claims for telepathy and the evidence for its ex- 
istence. The scientific mind must be interested in the mea- 
greness of the evidence in such cases as I here report, and if 
I had no better evidence for telepathy I should not believe in 
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it. The cases will serve as illustrations of coincidences 
which, if collected in large numbers, would suggest some- 
thing more than chance, but they would not prove alone such 
a claim as supernormal information to a scientific sceptic. 
Some of them may not seem striking as coincidences and so 
may appear to many readers as due to chance. Of that I do 
not pretend to speak, as I am interested primarily in giving 
the evidence such as it is for a reminder of the comparative 
poverty of the claims of telepathy as a large explanatory hy- 
pothesis. We may estimate each incident as we please, and 
some of them individually are suggestive of something more 
than chance, even tho they may not prove it or suggest any 
causal relation between minds to account for them. But 
taken collectively they might be more suggestive of the su- 
pernormal than individually, tho they do not even then suf- 
fice to prove it, and when the infinitely better incidents of the 
English Proceedings do not convince the sturdy sceptic we 
may imagine the reception which these instances would ob- 
tain. Besides we may even dispute whether some of them 
have even a superficial claim to being telepathic, after grant- 
ing that they present superficially indications of the super- 
normal. 

The best instance of this is the experiences between Mrs. 
Bartlett and Mrs. Petersilea. They superficially claim to 
have been due to the intervention of discarnate spirits and 
whatever the coincidences, which are not so conclusive as we 
should desire them, they do not present as clear superficial 
evidence of telepathic nature as they do of extraneous inter- 
position. If we are to suppose any such interpretation of 
these incidents there is nothing to hinder our supposing the 
same agency for the others, tho they do not present any evi- 
dence of such an hypothesis. 

But the important point to be kept in mind is the relative 
meagreness of the evidence for so large an hypothesis as the 
telepathic appears in the explanatory conceptions of the pop- 
ular mind. That I wish emphasized. I shall have better 
evidence in later incidents, but even those will be mixed and 
various claims can be based upon them. ‘The present in- 
stances, however, will not shine as conclusive to any sceptic 
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and they deserve notice as much for recognizing this fact as 
for asking the public to supply adequate proof of its claims if 
telepathy is to have any large explanatory powers. 

JAMES H. HYSLOP. 


The following incident should be compared with one pub- 
lished in the Journal of 1907. Journal Am. S. P. R., Vol. I, 
Pp. 596. 


Washington, D. C., Jan. 9, 1909. 
Dear Tom,— 

At your request I hereby record an unusual occurrence. At 
about 3.30 A. M. Thursday the 7th inst. I was awakened by what 
seemed to be someone knocking me on the back, and I thought 
it was you. Yours truly, 

JAMES A. L———. 


Wash., D. C., Jan. 9th, 1909. 
Dear Tom,— 

As I was retiring sometime after midnight this morning I 
made myself passive and told myself to go to your room during 
my sleep at 5 A. M. and make my presence felt. When I awoke 
this morning at 9 A. M. I was cold (an unusual thing) and later 
I had a clear recollection of having been in your room and passed 
the foot of your bed into another bed-room. Your room was on 
the second floor. Yours truly, 

JAMES A. L———. 


Washington, D. C., January 9th, 1909. 
Dear Dr. Hyslop,— 

At last I have secured some corroborative evidence of some- 
thing, and I got it while it was hot. The two pencil written slips 
enclosed, are “ it,” but they are at least better than Miss H ’s 
evidence. After thoroughly enjoying your lecture I repaired to 
a coffee house near my home where a number of young men ac- 
quaintances of mine take their midnight potations. Among those 
gathered around the board was a young chap named L———, 
with whom I had talked last Wednesday night about things oc- 
cult, and on that occasion I controlled him hypnotically even in 
his waking state. During our conversation Wednesday night he 
requested me to experiment with him and if possible “ visit” him 
during his sleep. He asked that I try it that same night. I prom- 
ised that sometime when he was not expecting it I would try him, 
but not that night. However, I did try him that night, or rather 
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the next morning, for I sat up reading until after the clock struck 
three. Going to bed, then almost half-past three, I tried to pro- 
ject myself into his room and call him. I “ pictured” myself in 
his room standing beside his bed. 

I determined not to tell him what I had done and did not even 
inquire of him “if anything happened.” As soon as he saw me 
he related that he had been awakened at three-thirty on Thurs- 
day morning (which tallies in point of time and date) by some 
one tapping him on the back. He says he immediately attributed 
it to my agency. 

(This young man lately went away to study for the priest- 
hood but returned, probably on account of his frailty. I thought 
it best to have him write down the record on the spot, before an 
injunction, sacerdotal, could be gotten out.) 

Now the second part of this is better. He tells me that on 
going to bed this morning (to-day) he sought to try his hand at 
“influencing ” and accordingly willed that at five A. M. he should 
be in my bed-room and make me conscious of his presence there. 
His telling me this recalled the fact that I was peculiarly aroused 
a few minutes after half-past five A. M. with the keen, definite 
thought “someone is trying to impress me.” Upon second 
thought, however, I considered it very unlikely that anyone was 
really trying to do this, and so immediately relapsed into slumber. 
Probably I should no more have recollected this occurrence had 
it not been recalled by his rehearsal of the fact of his experiment. 
(See slip No. 2.) Furthermore, he alleges that when he awoke 
this morning he was cold, and he does not remember that such 
was the case before. 

Gradually thereafter there came to him a vivid “ remem- 
brance ” of visiting my room and he told me the general plan of 
my room absolutely correctly. He also stated that it was on the 
second floor, which is correct. He asserts that he had no normal 


knowledge of the arrangement of my home, and I believe this to 
be true. 


In the first experiments mentioned here when I tried to pro- 
ject “ myself” into his room he did not hear me call his name as I 
intended, but he attributed to me a punching in the back which 
he felt and which I had not thought of. Maybe there was some 
third intelligence acting here, carrying from me to him some evi- 
dence of supernormal possibilities, enough to make me “ sit up 
and take notice.” This is suggested to me, too, by hearing you 
say to-night that much evidence has come to you of late showing 
that some alleged telepathic phenomena may be brought about by 
messenger intelligences carrying my “ notes” from one “ mind” to 
another. Sincerely yours, 


THOMAS B. E——. 
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Hurricane, N. Y., August 18th, 1906. 

Miss Jennie H———, daughter of Dr. H———, connected 
with the Johns Hopkins Hospital, told me this morning that re- 
cently while in conversation with Miss Evelyn Dewey, daughter 
of Prof. John Dewey, of Columbia University, she was thinking 
of a deceased friend and of his nose which had been remarked as 
an interesting one, and all at once while talking about tennis Miss 
Dewey uttered the word nose without connection in the sentence 
and felt embarrassed by its irrelevance, Miss H being equally 
embarrassed by the fact as indicating inattention to the conversa- 
tion. The coincidence has a telepathic explanation, but is inter- 
esting as having been associated with the thought of a most in- 
timate deceased friend. 

Miss Evelyn Dewey confirmed the statement that they were 
talking about tennis and that she had intromitted the word “‘nose”’ 
without relevancy into her statements. 


JAMES H. HYSLOP. 





Johns Hopkins Hospital, September 17th, 1906. 

Dear Mr. Hyslop,— 

I have written you my experience connected with Miss Dewey. 
I would rather not use my name in connection with this unless 
you think it is necessary. I do not know what other experiences 
I told you of that you would like to have. Unfortunately some 
of them are of such a personal nature that I cannot give them. 
If I have any more to give you I will do so. 

Yours sincerely, 


JENNIE H. H——. 


At Hurricane, Essex Co., N. Y., on the afternoon of July 23rd, 
1906, I was talking with a friend about the photograph of a dear 
friend who had died seven months before. We spoke of his hand- 
some features and especially of his nose. We then started for a 
walk. Miss D. joined us. She had not heard our previous con- 
versation about the photograph. We were resting at the end of 
our walk when the conversation we had just had came very forci- 
bly to my mind. I thought intently of my friend’s nose and how 
it had looked in life, when I heard Miss D. put the word nose in 
her sentence. She was saying, “I must buy some tennis balls ” 
and said nose instead of balls. She seemed surprised at her mis- 
take and hastily corrected herself. I did not mention the incident 
at the time but when I did the following day she remembered her 
mistake well. 


JENNIE H.—— 
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Chicago, Oct. 10, 19. 
Dear Dr. Hyslop,— 

I have attempted to write out an experience which occurred 
to me during the past summer which I believe might safely be 
classed among telepathic phenomena, or possibly coincident 
dreams. 

I realize that my account may lack in many ways the detail 
and necessary qualifications which would make it worthy of in- 
terest to the Society, but I thought it might possibly be of some 
value, as the circumstances were such that I can furnish reliable 
and truthful information and as an associate member of the A. S. 
P. R. I view these matters from the standpoint of one who ap- 
preciates such unusual occurrences. 

Any verifications or affidavits necessary from my mother her- 
self or my wife, I will be pleased to furnish. 

Yours very sincerely, 


ALBERT H. ROLER, M. D. 





Coincidental Dreams, Telepathically Impressed. 


My father died last spring after a short illness, and two months 
later my mother, who is a hay-fever subject, left the city for her 
home in Northern Michigan. 

During the night of July 16th I was suddenly awakened by 
what seemed to be a voice calling me by name which sounded un- 
mistakably like that of my mother’s—co-incident with a dream in 
which I saw my mother standing in the doorway of an adjoining 
bed-room which was occupied by my father during his last illness 
and death. In my dream she seemed to be much agitated, and 
evidently in some mental distress and called out to me, “ Bert, oh, 
Bert,” which was my family name. At that instant I awoke with 
the sound of her voice, so vividly impressed that it seemed to ring 
in my ears, and on awakening I was positive some one had called 
me by name in a voice unmistakably like my mother’s. 

The hallucination, or whatever it was, was so vivid that I 
awoke my wife, telling her of the circumstances and expressed 
the hope that nothing had gone wrong with mother, that what- 
ever it was, I had heard her call me very plainly, though, of 
course, we both knew she was then over 300 miles away. 

It was sometime before I could go to sleep again, the aural 
impression being such a vivid one that I could not overcome the 
idea that someone had called me. I even arose and explored the 
adjacent halls and bedroom, thinking possibly another member 
of the family had called me needing assistance. Nobody else was 
awake, the time being between two and three o'clock A. M. as I 
noted the time when arising from bed. 
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Some few weeks later while visiting my mother in Michigan 
I mentioned to her the circumstances of the dream and the vivid 
auditory impression received of her voice calling to me in appar- 
ent distress. 

On comparing notes she told me that on that particular night 
(July 16) and evidently between the same hours of two and three 
A. M. she had a most vivid but distressing dream, which in fact, 
bordered on the “night mare” variety, during which she woke 
up suddenly with the impression of having called out loudly in 
her sleep, or just at awakening. She remembers that she dreamt 
calling out to me in the words I had supposed to have heard, 
“ Bert, oh, Bert!” 

The dream she experienced was, as stated, a disturbing one, 
she seeming to be at home in the bedroom adjoining the one in 
which my wife and I were sleeping, and before mentioned as be- 
ing the one in which father had died. She dreamed that she saw 
father lying on the bed, laid out as we had him before the day of 
the funeral, and that while looking at him she thought she saw 
him move, or make an effort to rise up. This so startled her that 
in her dreams she started to rush out of the room at the same 
time calling for me in the manner stated, “ Bert, oh, Bert.” At 
that instant she awoke, and it was sometime before she was able 
to sleep again, as the dream had made such a vivid impression. 


The difference in time between Chicago and Bay View, Mich., 
is very slight, and the hours agree. The occurrence happening as 
near as I can recollect at 2.30 A. M. July 1%th. Mother states 
this corresponds with her time as she also looked at her watch 


before trying to get to sleep again. Any further information will 
be glad to send. A.H.R 


~ 


15 Beacon Street, Boston, Mass., 
December 6, 1907. 
Dear Prof. Hyslop,— 
I will give you a coincidence that happened yesterday. I have 
a daughter four years old January 25, 1908. She is very little in- 
terested in dolls. She has been asking constantly for a doll car- 
riage to wheel her Teddy Bear in, a snow shovel, skis and other 
things of that nature for Christmas. Nothing has been men- 
tioned about dolls or hinted about them. Her mother has bought 
her a doll for Christmas which she intends to make the clothing 
for. Yesterday my wife decided that she would begin to make 
the doll’s clothes and was thinking about it when the child asked 
“ What are you going to do now, Mama? Make me some doll’s 
clothes?” Very truly, 
HERBERT B. TURNER. 
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My dear Prof. Hyslop,— 
Regarding the little incident of my daughter and the doll I 
cannot give you the date or time, but it was some three weeks 
ago and we were together in my room, she at her nursery table 
with a magazine and some colored pencils, drawing. I, near her, 
mending. We were both silent and intent on our work and when 
I had finished the mending started to leave the room, saying to 
myself, “ Now I will begin on those doll’s clothes.” Inez sud- 
denly looked up and said, “ What are you going to do, Mama, 
make me some doll’s clothes?” and immediately went on with 
her drawing, neither of us saying anything more. Dolls had not 
been spoken of or played with during the morning and she has 
never been particularly interested in them or their clothes. 
I am very pleased to give you this account and have written it 
entirely as it came to me that day. 
Very sincerely, 
Sunday, December 22nd. EVA B. TURNER. 


P. S.—I believe Mr. Turner, in his letter to you, gave the date. 
E. B. T. 


Cambridge, Mass., December 14, 1907. 
Dear Prof. Hyslop,— 

Yesterday, December 13, my four-year-old daughter, Inez J. 
Turner, came to my bedroom at 7 A. M. while I was still in bed 
and asked me to buy some candy for Miss Stowell. Miss Stowell 
had, for eight months, been a nurse to our twin daughters, Julia 
and Vesta, infants, but left us October 4th, only calling upon us 
since then twice before December 13th, and not within six months 
of yesterday. Inez and Miss Stowell had no special bond of 
friendship. 

I laughed at Inez’s request and said I guessed she wanted the 
candy. She said no, she wanted it for Miss Stowell. I asked 
Inez if Miss Stowell was coming. She said, “ Yes.” I asked if 
any one told her. She said, “No.” At 8 A. M. at the breakfast 
table, she asked again for candy for Miss Stowell and said she 
was coming. I laughed at her and forgot the matter, going to 
business, returning about six P. M. after Inez had retired. 

Mrs. Turner, on my arrival home, casually remarked, “ Miss 
Stowell had called in the morning, coming from Medford.” 

She came about 11 A. M. and stayed only a few minutes. 
Does this fit in with the case of “ doll clothes.” 

Yours sincerely, 


H. B. TURNER. 
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I heard the conversation quoted above and confirm all Mr. 
Turner has written. Sincerely, 


EVA B. TURNER. 


St. Louis, Mo., Feb. 11, 1906. 
Dr. I. K. Funk, Brooklyn, N. Y. 

My dear Sir,—Pardon me for encroaching upon your time. I 
have just read your “ Widow’s Mite” and was very much im- 
pressed and gratified at the careful manner you have treated the 
subject. 

I have also had some peculiar experiences which seem un- 
accountable. But more especially in the line of telepathy, two 
or three I will relate. 

In the fall of 1902 I was stopping at the Wilton hotel in San- 
ford, Fla. I awoke one night and my thought went at once to a 
lady friend in Savannah, Ga. It was unusual for me to awake 
during the night but seeing it still dark I lit the gas and looked 
at my watch and saw it was 12.30 A. M. I again retired and tried 
to sleep but my thoughts continued to dwell on the friend until 
I again looked at my watch. It was 1.30 A.M. I then went to 
sleep. 

The next evening I received a letter from this friend saying it 
is now 1.30 A. M., but I will write you a few lines before retiring. 
Then followed the letter which ended by saying “As it is now 
2.30 I will close and go to bed.” Taking into account the differ- 
ence in time between the two places, the time of writing the letter 
and my awaking were the same. 

I related this occurrence to a sceptical brother a short time 
after. He said there is nothing init. It just happened. 

A short time after our conversation I awoke one morning and 
while still in bed there appeared to me as natural as life my lady 
friend who lay down on the outside of the bed and laid her head 
on my shoulder. This appeared so real and I, being awake, it 
impressed me very much. I told this brother about it that morn- 
ing and told him, to prove it, I would receive soon a letter from 
this friend in Savannah, Ga., five hundred miles away, saying she 
would like to lay her head on my shoulder. 

This brother went with me that evening to the Postoffice, 
when, in his presence, I received the letter, opened it and read the 
following, “I am so tired. If I could only lay my head on your 
shoulder and rest.” 

Do you consider this anything more than thought transfer- 
ence? As she appeared to me no word was spoken. We were 
five hundred miles apart and at the time I saw her she was writ- 
ing the above words. 
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In the fall of 1904 I was in Northern Wisconsin. She in St. 
Louis. I appeared in like manner to her as she arose from the 
supper table with her children. I appearing and standing by her 
side for a few seconds and then vanishing as quickly as I came. 
She said she had not been thinking of me at the time. 

I have had several other peculiar experiences but will not en- 
croach on your time now. 

Yours for truth, 
A. H. L——. 


St. Louis, Mo., Aug. 18th, 1906. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 

Dear Sir,—Your letter of August 11th duly received, and 
noted. I also received your letter sometime ago just as I was 
leaving the city and being delayed much longer than I intended, 
it escaped my mind before it was answered. For this please ac- 
cept my apology. 

Referring to the experiences which I wrote to Dr. Funk I will 
give them as best I can to you with the understanding that you 
will not mention the lady’s name without her permission, as I 
give it to you together with her address. 

It was during the fall of 1901 that I had made the acquaintance 
of this lady, then residing in Savannah, Ga. We had been corre- 
sponding for some time. I was in the state of Florida at the time. 
One night contrary to my usual habit, I awoke in the middle of 
the night and seeing that it was still dark commenced to wonder 
why I had awoke, and as to the time, I arose and looked at my 
watch and found that it was twelve-thirty o’clock. 

I returned to bed and tried to sleep again but found sleep im- 
possible at that time. After lying awake for some time I again 
looked at my watch and found it was 1.30. I had been awake 
just an hour. I then went to sleep. 

Imagine my surprise the next evening when I received a letter 
from Mrs. L. in which the following was said. “It is now 1.30 
A. M. but I will not go to bed without writing you a few lines.” 
Then followed the body of her letter and in closing she said, “As 
is is now 2.30 I will now close.” 

When you take into account the fact that time in Savannah 
is one hour faster than in Florida you will see that the time the 
letter was written corresponds exactly with the time of my being 
awake, and I believed at the time I had been awakened by the 
force of the mind of Mrs. L,. 

Some time later I was stopping at the De Soto Hotel at De 
Leon Springs, Florida, and there was stopping at the same hotel 
a man by the name of Reynolds. We were both members of the 
I. O. O. F. and naturally became friends. His home was Sara- 
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toga, N. Y. I do not remember his first name but doubtless the 
register at the hotel for the winter of 1901 and 1902 will give his 
correct name and address. I had told him of the experiences just 
narrated and he seemed quite sceptical. 

I had a second experience with Mrs. L., she still being at Sa- 
vannah at that time, which was as follows: 

I awoke one morning about five o’clock when there appeared 
to me the form of Mrs. L., who came and lay on the bed, on the 
outside of the covering, and rested her head on my shoulder. 
The apparition lasted for a moment and then vanished. 

I related this occurrence to Mr. Reynolds and told him, as 
proof of the correctness of my former experience, I would show 
him a letter from Mrs. L. stating her desire to lay her head on 
my shoulder. My only idea of thinking so was the apparition I 
had seen that morning. 

That evening Mr. Reynolds went with me to the postoffice 
when I received a letter from Mrs. L. and opened it in the pres- 
ence of Mr. Reynolds. In this letter was the following: “ It is 
now five A. M. I have had to work so hard I am tired out. If I 
could only lay my head on your shoulder and rest.” The question 
which came to our minds was, was I awake at the time the ap- 
parition appeared or in a semi-conscious state. I felt thoroughly 
convinced that I was awake while Mr. Reynolds thought other- 
wise. 

As throwing light on this incident an experience of Mrs. L. 
had later may explain. This occurred in the fall of 1904 at which 
time she was living with her children, all nearly grown, at her 
home in St. Louis, Mo., while I was in the northern part of the 
state of Wisconsin. She had just finished supper with her four 
children and their two friends with whom they had had a very 
mirthful time, and Mrs. L. said she had not even been thinking 
of me, when I appeared and stood by her side as natural as ever. 
I remained for a moment and then vanished. In this case it could 
not be attributed to sleep, which goes to confirm the fact that her 
appearance to me was, as I thought, after I had awakened. 

I send this account in the interest of science and feel satisfied 
Mr. Reynolds, if he can be located, will corroborate the part he 
was acquainted with, and that Mrs. L. will do the same. The 
former letters were lost or destroyed, as I thought them of no 
value at that time for future reference. 


Very truly yours, 
A. H. L——. 
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East St. Louis, Ill., Sept. 14th, 1906. 

Since writing the above I submitted it to Mrs. L. for her ap- 
proval, hence the delay in sending, as I just had it returned yes- 
terday. 

She has moved from where I stated to St. Louis, Mo. I send 
this with her full acquiescence, but she desires her name kept 
secret, although you are at liberty to write her. 

Very truly yours, 
A. H. L——. 


May 8th, 1907. 

On Monday, the 6th inst. on my way down town in the sub- 
way express, as we neared the Times Station, the train slowed 
down a little, and as it did this I heard the names of two men, one 
of whom I knew very well, and the other very slightly. These 
men are associated quite nearly, so it was not unnatural that they 
should be thought of in connection. I did not know that they 
were in N. Y. city. Just after reaching the house I was called 
up on the ’phone and on answering I found it was the friend of 
whom I thought as I passed Times Square. I asked where he 
was and he replied, “I am at the Times Square station, just 
stopped here to phone you. Dr. H. and I were at Hammerstein’s 
and I wanted to say this to you before going away,” and he pro- 
ceeded to tell me what he wished. 


ELIZABETH E. B. 


In a letter received this morning, my cousin, who is undoubt- 
edly something of a psychic, tells me that all day Monday he was 
under a terrible state of depression, and knowing of no reason for 
it, was rather uneasy until the mail came, fearing the coming of 
some evil tidings. When the mail did come, it brought the news 
of the death of a gentleman, whose three boys are attending the 
school in which my cousin teaches. He was asked to take the 
boys home, and not to tell them of the death of their father, but 
let them be told on the arrival at the house. My cousin is very 
sympathetic, and it was a most trying ordeal to him. 


ELIZABETH E. B. 


Somerville, Ky., Sept. 22nd, 1906. 
Dear Prof. Hyslop,— 


Find enclosed a case of “ Telepathy?” from a friend of mine 
and a well known book cover designer, Mr. Adrian J. Smith 
(pseudonym). He is a man whose word can be relied upon. 


Yours sincerely, 
HERBERT B. TURNER. 
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Each year it has been the custom of my mother and sister to 
spend the summer school vacation away from home. This leaves 
me alone in Boston through July and August. 

On the evening, Monday, August ..th, I retired earlier than 
usual, about 9.30, as I was not feeling well, and knew by the 
slight irritation of both my eyes and nose that I was in for my 
annual seige of hay-fever. I did not sleep at all well and rose 
Tuesday morning in the full grasp of the disease. I managed to 
struggle through the day’s work with my mind more on my 
physical condition than on the work in hand. Tuesday night 
was a repetition of the night before. 

Wednesday morning upon retiring from breakfast I found a 
letter for me from my mother, the contents of which astonished 
me. She asked me to write to her immediately, as she was 
greatly worried in regard to my health. Her letter went on to 
say that Monday night (the night the disease made its first ap- 
pearance) she had dreamed that I was very ill, although not able 
in her dream vision to see exactly what ailed me. I appeared to 
be ina torment. This continued all night and upon rising Tues- 
day morning she dispatched this letter explaining her dream and 
wishing an immediate reply. 

My mother, during this time, was at Springfield, Mass., about 
100 miles from Boston, and that while she knew I would have 
hay-fever this summer as in the years past, neither she nor | 
knew exactly when to expect it, for its appearance varys, some- 
times coming during the first week and then again not until near 
the end of August. 


ADRIAN J. SMITH. 


Boston, Mass., Oct. 15th, 1906. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 


New York City. 

Dear Sir,—I have been in your city for the past three weeks. 
Upon my return to Boston this morning I found your letter. 
This was unfortunate, as I note it is dated Oct. 1, and had it been 
forwarded as I had directed all my mail should be, it would have 
been a great pleasure for me to call on you. 

In reply to your first question I fear the letter has been de- 
stroyed as my studio has been set to rights during my absence 
and I cannot find it, still I will look again and mail same to you 
if recovered. My business letters I file away but this being an 
ordinary one in a way, I left it among other papers on my desk. 

To question Two would say that I wrote the papers you have 
at my home one evening but was not then sure of the date. This 
I intended to fill in at my office where I had left the letter in 
question but it slipped my mind and the letter was mailed without 
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it, but I remembered and ’phoned the date to Mr. McArthur at 
Mr. F.’s office. Mr. Turner was away at the time. The date of 
the letter was Aug. 14th in the morning just after the dream of 
the night previous (Aug. 13-14). 

I am able to verify this date as I have a year calendar which I 
marked upon my arrival to remember but which did not serve as 
a reminder as the letter went undated. 

To question three would say that I am sure my mother would 
not object to your writing as she is deeply interested in this sub- 
ject, but you would have to translate her letters as she can write 
but in French, unless you would be willing to have me write over 
her signature for you. 

In regard to question four would say that while I myself have 
had some very peculiar dreams none of them have had any bear- 
ing on material things but as I am greatly interested in this re- 
search which you are conducting, will gladly let you have all the 
information on this subject and help all I can. 

Trusting this letter will be clear to you, 

I remain respectfully, 
ADRIAN J. SMITH. 


New York City, Jan. 13th, 1907. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 

Dear Sir,—I take the liberty to relate to you an incident, if so 
it may be called (I not knowing under what field of psychic re- 
search it should be classed), which occurred to me about nine 
years ago and which I have until the present time been neither 
able to forget nor explain. At the time it occurred I lived on the 
west side and had occasion to frequent a grocery store in the 
Bouvelard. Upon entering this store one day one of the clerks, 
a man whom I had never seen, and would not have known from 
Adam, as the saying is, walked towards me to take my order. 
As I looked at him the following thought passed through my 
mind. ‘This man beats his wife. But I gave the strange idea no 
further thought at the time. Some days later I again made a 
purchase in the store, this time being waited upon by another 
clerk of whom I casually inquired where was the man who had 
taken my previous order, to which he replied that the man had 
gone out, adding without any apparent reason or provocation on 
my part, “ He beats his wife several times a week. You wouldn’t 
think so, would you?” 

Was it mental telepathy, clairvoyance or what, that made me 
know, or recognize, this man as a wife-beater? 
Yours most respectfully, 


CLARA W. K——. 
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New York, Jan. 18th, 1907. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 

Dear Sir,—lIn reply to your letter of the 14th inst. the arrival 
of which was somewhat delayed because of its having been ad- 
dressed to West instead of East St. I will say to question 

1. I told no one at the time about my impression, not even 
the other clerk through whose words I became confirmed that my 
impression was really based upon a fact. It may seem strange 
when I say that not until quite recently, after years have passed 
since the occurrence, did I speak about it to some one though I 
have many times wondered about the peculiarity of it all. I have 
had a number of similar experiences but few of which I ever dis- 
cuss with any one partly owing to the fact that I am of more or 
less of a secretive disposition and partly because the laity in gen- 
eral has little interest and understanding for these things. 
Though I often wished to get in touch with your Society, but 
somehow lacked the courage to approach it, but now I feel that 
whatever I may say or write to you will be treated with the clos- 
est confidence. 

It will be slow work to find the name of the clerk-wife-beater, 
for the reason that at present my walk of life is somewhat differ- 
ent from what it then was, it is even doubtful if those people re- 
call me. They never knew me by my own name but by that of 
the parties for whom I marketed, their name having been “N. S. 
R »’ of whom also I have lost track completely, but whom I 
might, perhaps, manage to locate. 

As soon as my time permits I will endeavor to find out the 
clerk’s name. (It may be weeks before I can inform you of it.) 

The only one to verify the circumstances would be the man 
who told me about the clerk beating his wife. The latter, the 
wife-beater, I would, I feel certain, recognize, were I to see him, 
but not the former. Very truly, 


CLARA W. K . 











New York, May 20th, 1907. 
' 134 East 76th St. 
Prof. James H. Hyslop, 
Dear Sir,—There is a reply due you from me in regard to an 
incident about which I wrote to you a few months ago. I vainly 
endeavored to find the whereabouts of the wife-beater of whom I 
received that strange impression, though I did find the grocer in 
whose employ he was the time. Though I explicitly stated to the 
latter why I was anxious to find out something direct about the 
man he hesitated to give information and finally became very 
suspicious and refused entirely to answer my questions. So I 
fear we will have to let that matter rest as it is. 
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I noticed in the Magazine published by the Society that sev- 
eral people wrote about their having floated in the air, that is, 
dreamed that they were performing that feat, a dream which has 
occurred to me no less than three times within a year. I seemed 
to float quite a long distance each time, but only once the sensation 
was agreeable. The other times it seemed to require an awful 
physical effort to perform the deed. It always happened in the 
open, and over pastured land. I myself, as well as the spectators, 
at which there were some at every performance, greatly marvel- 
ing at the action. 
Yours very respectfully, 
CLARA W. K . 





The same informant reports an interesting experience un- 
der the influence of an anaesthetic, but as it is not telepathic 
in character it is omitted here, tho I mention the fact, as I 
have retained the above non-telepathic incident, because it 
is important to recognize the fact that other types of unusual 
phenomena besides telepathy seem to occur in the same sub- 


ject. This latter experience will receive notice at some other 
time. 


June 8th, 1907. 

Yesterday forenoon Mrs. B. spoke to me and asked me if I 
had any news about Mr. A. I said, “ No” and asked why? She 
replied that for the last day or so she had frequently seen his face 
before her, and that just before she spoke to me she saw it again. 
I then told her that I had sent a copy of my Report to him the day 
before (June 6th). I would estimate the time when she spoke to 
me to have been somewhere between 11 A. M. and 12M. I asked 
both Mrs. B. and Mr. Carrington this morning about the time 
without telling the facts to be mentioned here. They both agree 
spontaneously that it was about 11 or 11.30. 

I received from Mr. A. a letter this morning postmarked June 
7th, 1907, 1 P. M. Baltimore, Md. It was in regard to return of 
Report that I had sent him June 6th. He wanted one of Hodg- 
son’s Reports, but his letter ordered Vol. XVI which was mine 
and I sent him this. Not thinking he had ordered mine he was 
probably vexed at the receipt of the wrong one. ‘This, of course, 
is pure conjecture. But there is a coincidence at least involved, 
tho it is weakened in causal value by the circumstance of other 
apparitions of the same face the day previous, tho these were co- 
incident with my own thoughts as well as Mr. A.’s about what 
he had ordered. He is a friend of both of us. 


JAMES H. HYSLOP. 
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Baltimore, Md. [Not dated.] 
My dear Mr. Hyslop,— 

Yours to hand. Now it was just this way. The mail is taken 
out of box at Maryland Club at 11.45, 12.45, and 2.05. 

2.05 would be too late to be marked 3 P. M. as you say P. M. 
marked my letter. 

I am quite sure I was writing you notifying return of Report 
at about 11, or between 11 and 12.45. I was not worried or vexed, 
but I was concerned on account of Mrs. B., so concerned indeed at 
time of writing that I felt impelled to send her a letter at same 
time thinking it might relieve her of embarrassment for this rea- 
son. My journals had been failing to reach me, and I thought it 
might have been part of her duties to send same, and that she 
might have just possibly sent me the wrong Report and so it was 
while writing you at the very time of writing that I felt a sym- 
pathy for Mrs. B., but did not send her a letter thinking I might 
make too much of the matter. 

Yours sincerely, 
A. 


New York, February 1, 1907. 
My dear Mr. Hyslop, — 

Since every honest experience has some value in your inves- 
tigations I take pleasure in relating two of mine. 

I had neither seen or communicated with an old friend H. for 
almost four years, and I must confess had seldom thought of him. 
A mutual friend, J. whom I see about once a year, and hear from 
only twice as often, keeps in touch with him. 

I do not remember having given my friend, H., a thought until 
Sunday, January 20th, when I received a most friendly impulse to 
write the mutual friend, J., to ask for H.’s address, and remarked 
to my mother at the time, “I think I’ll look H. up and see what 
has become of him. I can get his address from J.” I did not 
obey the impulse, however, really not caring to do anything of 
the sort. 

On Monday, the 21st, I received a letter from J. written on 
the 21st, in which she said she had received a letter from H. on 
Saturday asking for my address. 

I remember very clearly another instance which occurred a 
few years ago. I had just reached my office, but received such a 
strong impulse to go to a friend, another business woman, that 
for my peace of mind I had to leave everything and go to her. 
When she saw me she remarked in the utmost surprise, “ Well, 
F. G. I was just thinking of you and saying to Miss how I 





wished you were here to write a letter for me!” It turned out 
that she had become involved in some business trouble and 
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wanted my assistance in writing a very important letter. I find 
myself again and again anticipating the members of the family 
circle and dear friends, but do not know where coincidence ends 
and telepathy begins. ‘These two instances, however, are cer- 
tainly not coincidences, for the impulse to action was radically op- 
posed to my wish in the one case, and to the natural course of my 
duties in the other. They may be of interest to you. 

Please do not use my name should you see fit to keep the 
record of them. Very truly yours, 


H. G———. 


Jersey City Hgts., N. J., Feb. 7th, 1907. 
My dear Prof. Hyslop,— 

I am enclosing the Dr. Hodgson correspondence of which I 
wrote you, so far as it relates materially to the principal cases. 

Any questions you may care to ask about it I shall gladly 
answer if I can. 

It may not be amiss to describe an occurrence which happened 
this very day. About the time I was getting up (I could not take 
my oath that it was not in the small hours before falling asleep, 
but am practically certain that it was just before arising) I 
chanced to think, and to carry on a definite train of thought, about 
a school-mate of mine whom I have hardly seen or heard of for 
the last eighteen years. A couple of hours later I received word 
that he is to be married to-day to a family connection of mine 
moving in an entirely different circle of acquaintance, and of 
whom I had not the slightest reason to suppose had ever heard 
of the existence. 

He is a person who had almost passed out of my thoughts for 
many years and there was no outward circumstance to bring him 
back. ; 

My reflection regarding him this morning was solely con- 
cerned with a peculiarity in his name, and while I do not recall 
distinctly how he came into my head, I believe it formed a link ina 
chain of trivial ideatic association, as our casual thoughts are ac- 
customed to arrive. For that reason I am not confident of telep- 
athy, tho this is no doubt a case of which an uncritical person 
would make a great deal. 

Yet may not telepathy exert a gentle pull to guide our conse- 
quential thinking, our association of ideas, as well as it can thrust 
into our brain notions unconnected with our predecessors ? 

Very sincerely, 


E. P. BUFFET. 
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The following incident came to me soon after the date of 
the letter—May 23rd, 1907—and I at once wrote Mrs. Peter- 
silea with a request, among other questions, to see the original 
letter of Mrs. Bartlett, if it had been preserved. The reply 
to my inquiry, as the reader will observe, was dated June 23rd 
and explains itself. Wath it came the original letter of Mrs. 
Bartlett dated October 21st, 1906, and one of October 30th, 
1906, from Mrs. Petersilea to Mrs. Bartlett. They are given 
in the order of their psychological significance. 


Glendale, Los Angeles, Cal., May 23rd, 1907. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 

Dear Sir,—The following little incident may not be of any im- 
portance to you, if not you can throw it aside as worthless. 

One morning while sitting at the breakfast table not long 
since, I burst into a hearty laugh while thinking of an incident 
that had occurred the evening previous. All at once I thought 
the spirit of my departed husband was with me, and he said, “ O, 
how glad I am to hear you laugh once more. Laugh, laugh, and 
I will laugh with you.” <A few days thereafter I received a letter 
from a lady living in Plymouth, Mass., saying, “ The spirit of 
your departed husband has come here to me and said he was with 
you the day that you laughed so heartily and that he said to you, 
““O, I am so glad to hear you laugh once more. Laugh, laugh, 
and I will laugh with you.” The lady signed herself “ Sarah A. 
Bartlett.” This lady I never saw or heard of in the whole course 
of my life. I live in Glendale, California, and she in Plymouth, 
Mass. ‘There was just time enough after the event occurred for 
a letter to reach me from her. I forgot to say that I was entirely 
alone at the table and no other person in the house and I never 
mentioned the circumstance to any one. 


MRS. CARLYLE PETERSILEA. 


The following is Mrs. Petersilea’s reply to my inquiries 
and the reader will observe that it fixes the date of her ex- 
perience on October 2nd, 1906. The experience of Mrs. 
Bartlett seems, according to her statement in a letter to me, 
to have been previous to October 14th, 1906. 


Glendale, June 23rd, 1907. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 
Respected Sir—I received your first letter asking me some 
questions in regard to my experience with the lady, Sarah A. 





Incidents. 629 


Bartlett, but that very day I was obliged to go away on urgent 
business and could not return until late last evening. Therefore, 
pardon me for not answering sooner. 

I do not keep a diary, consequently did not write out my ex- 
perience at the time but I mentioned it to a number of friends 
shortly after it occurred. I do not know how Mrs. Bartlett 
learned my address. I hope you will write to her and find out 
further particulars. I shall, herewith, send you her first letter. I 
never saw, or even heard of Mrs. Bartlett in the whole course of 
my life until I received this letter from her. 

The following are the facts in the case. My husband’s sudden 
death, the 15th of June, four years ago, was a severe blow to me 
and it seemed impossible for me to rally from it. I do not think 
I had laughed in all the time that had transpired up to the time of 
the incident mentioned. 

The incident occurred the evening previous and it was some- 
thing in which my husband would have been greatly interested. 

Sitting at breakfast the next morning it struck me with such 
force that I burst into a hearty laugh. I had not laughed for so 
long that it seemed to shake my whole being in a very peculiar 
and beneficial manner. Just then it seemed to me that my hus- 
band stood by my side and as though he was laughing too, and 
he said to me in a forceful and not to be mistaken voice, “ O, my 
darling, I am so glad to hear you laugh once more. Laugh, 
laugh, and I will laugh with you.” 

The incident happened the 2nd of October, 1906. You will 
see by her letter that she wrote me the 21st of the same month 
and year. Yours most truly, 


(MRS.) CARLYLE PETERSILEA. 


The following is the original letter of Mrs. Bartlett to 
Mrs. Petersilea and to which the latter alludes in her first 
letter to me on the date of May 23rd, 1907. 


First Letter. 


Plymouth, Mass., Oct. 21st, 1906. 
Dear Mrs. Petersilea,— 

“As one touch of Nature makes the whole world kin” so an 
interest on the same subject will bring strangers very near in 
thought. I might say for years I have felt a strong desire to 
write you, and each time I would lay the desire aside. This 
morning it came so strong again I waved all the pro’s and con’s 
and through the medium of mail would like a little talk with you. 
I read in the Progressive Thinker the interesting articles from 





630 Journal of the American Society for Psychical Research. 
your pen, also have read Oceanides and for the second time have 
Mary Ann Carew. Miss Abby Judson, formerly a Plymouth 
lady, I am also interested in. ‘This is just the preface. For while 
I am writing I feel in your presence a very delicate lady, only 
waiting till the shadow has a little longer grown, and wondering 
oftimes if after all, the writings that have been given to you for 
the good of the people, have really done the good you had hoped 
they would! Rest assured the untold benefit to the people you 
will never know this side the line, but waiting with flowers of 
rich perfume, many with grateful thanks to welcome you, some 
day in one joyful thanksgiving for your labor and your pain. [| 
see there are many days you seem haunted with a spirit of unrest, 
as if you were more there than here and as if you feared from 
sheer exhaustion you would be unable to attend to your daily 
work. Then the loving angels gather about you and with en- 
circling arms support and help you through. So it will ever be 
until you say good-night to all earthly things and awake to say 
good-morning in strength and peace and love. No cares to dis- 
turb the quiet rest, but a reception beyond my pen to give you at 
this time. I feel for a long time you have wished a word from 
someone that did not know you, even if it was the same that had 
been given through your own instrumentality, as you would think 
sometime your own mind would be woven into the message to 
you. 
So, I from the Atlantic, and you from the Pacific, write you 
words of love to give you hope, courage, and perhaps strength, to 
help the drooping spirit up to a higher and brighter life, while 
here a while longer. I hear you say, “ I know I am not alone yet 
I am so lonely.” Then you walk in the sunshine and ask for 
strength to bear up, if it must be so. ‘“ Cheer up,” I hear some- 
one say that is just behind my chair. “ It will be all the brighter 
for the waiting. I am with you and will be even on to the end, for 
the waiting is with me the same as with you and I know just 
what you recently have been passing through. There will be a 
brighter side even to that and yet you wonder how it can be. I 
laughed with you quite a little time ago at an event that hap- 
pened. You wondered if I knew. I did and you felt I must.” 

I have written you as it was given me and hope they will be 
of interest. Kind wishes from 


SARAH A. BARTLETT. 


If the reader will compare the language of Mrs. Petersilea 
when quoting Mrs. Bartlett’s original letter from memory, 
he will remark that the coincidence about the laughing is not 
sO apparent as in Mrs. Petersilea’s letter of May 23rd, 1907. 





Incidents. 631 


There is allusion enough to admit that both had the idea of 
laughing in mind, but it is possible to claim that the laughing 
which Mrs. Bartlett mentions is a mere association, by con- 
trast, with the tone of sympathy with Mrs. Petersilea. The 
language should have been more identical to be assured of 
telepathic transmission. The case is an excellent illustration 
of the use of the judgment instead of the memory in reporting 
the facts. Evidently Mrs. Petersilea observed some identity 
between her experience and the contents of Mrs. Bartlett’s 
letter and then remembered her judgment of it in connection 
with the memory of her own experience. The identity be- 
tween Mrs. Bartlett’s statement and Mrs. Petersilea’s experi- 
ence is not clear enough to serve as evidence of telepathy. 
The following is the letter of Mrs. Petersilea to Mrs. Bart- 
lett acknowledging the receipt of Mrs. Bartlett’s of October 


21st. It was forwarded to me by Mrs. Bartlett who had 
kept it. 


Glendale, Oct. 30th, 1906. 
Sarah A. Bartlett, 

My dear Madam,—Your most kind and sympathetic letter 
came to hand all right and I have read it with great appreciation. 
That which you wrote about my laughing heartily, which I sel- 
dom or never do, is true. One day, something struck me very 
forcibly, which made me laugh long and loud, and it seemed as 
though my darling husband’s spirit was there with me and was 
glad that I laughed; and I thought he said to me, “ Laugh, laugh, 
dear, how glad I am to hear you once more, and I will laugh with 
you.” 

I have been going through quite a little trouble about the 
enormous increase of taxes, as there is no one now to earn money 
it comes very hard for me. 

As you say, my health is exceedingly delicate, but I am not a 
small woman. I weigh nearly two hundred pounds, and my hair 
is white and I shall, very soon, be sixty-four years of age. Life is 
a great burden to me since he died. I am simply waiting to go 
and be with him. 

I wish it were possible for you, or some of your friends, to 
send for one, or more, of my books (for it would help me greatly). 

I cannot write much, for as you must see, I have writer’s 
cramp badly, and I find it impossible to answer so many letters 
and write for the paper besides. It gives me no time to write 
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for the paper if I spend my time and strength answering letters 
that come to me by the hundreds. 
Yours in sisterly love, 


(MRS.) CARLYLE PETERSILEA. 


The following is Mrs. Bartlett’s letter to me explaining 
her relation to Mrs. Petersilea and the correspondence be- 
tween herself and Mrs. Petersilea, together with an account 
of their mutual experiences. 


Plymouth, Mass., May 30th, 1907. 
Dr. James H. Hyslop, 

Dear Sir,—Your letter received and pleased to answer your 
questions. As a preface will say I have the gift of clairvoyance. 
It is not unusual for me to see people and hear voices from a dis- 
carnate spirit. Mrs. Petersilea’s address was in the Progressive 
Thinker, 1904, Aug. and Sept. with her letters from Mr. Peter- 
silea, as she writes for that paper and I have it each week. That 
is all I knew of her. 

Previous to October 14, 1906, I heard a voice say, “ Write 
Mrs. Petersilea.” I said, “ I don’t know what to write, I don’t 
know her,” and paid no attention to the voice. It asked me sev- 
eral times. Finally I went to my desk and quietly waited with 
pen and paper, wrote her and sent the letter. (She answered.) 
While writing, a gentleman, discarnate spirit, was standing near 
me. A strong desire to laugh came to me. He wished me to say 
to Mrs. Petersilea that he knew the incident that had come into 
her life. He was there and laughed with her. She wondered if 
those in spirit life knew of it and I told her they knew all about it. 
I also said, “‘ Don’t feel disturbed over what has taken place re- 
cently. It will be adjusted and you will be helped.” Oct. 30th 
I received her first letter. About Nov. 10th, 1906, I wrote an 
order for three books to sell for her (as she had asked me). I re- 
ceived the books Dec. 2nd, 1906, and did not intend to write 
again, but the same voice asked me to send four dollars for books 
as Mrs. Petersilea could carry out a plan if she had the money. 
Dec. 20th, I wrote her and wished her to take the journey she had 
so long waited, for you certainly need the change, and the time 
has come when certain conditions must be broken and the atmos- 
phere and every thing will seem better on your return. I want 
you to go and make that visit. I also wrote her not to feel so sad 
and disturbed over what she had said, for the party would see all 
in a very different light some day and would think of what she 
had told them. I cannot recall all I wrote her as I have not a 
copy of the letters. Mr. Petersilea wished to help his wife and 
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learning of me in spirit life, or attracted to me by my interest in 
his writings, used me as a medial instrument between the seen 
and apparently unseen. To prove he could help from spirit 
realms the same as on earth, for time, space or distance is no 
hindrance to the spirit. In my many experiences it has been told 
me. ‘The dissolution of the body does not change the spirit. 

Yours for truth, 

SARAH ACHSAH BARTLETT. 


Second Letter. 


Glendale, Nov. 26th, 1906. 
My dear Mrs. Bartlett,— 

Your very kind letter and postal order for books received, for 
which I thank you with all my heart. I think my dear husband 
is trying to help me through a most esteemable channel. 

I herewith send you the books and hope you may be successful 
in disposing of them. I have another book here, “ Philip Car- 
lyle,’ which is a very beautiful and large book. I think you 
would like it immensely. It sells for the same as the other. I 
feel that the three dollars are for my thanksgiving present. 

If my dear husband influences you again I hope you will 


write me. That which you wrote was a great test for it actually 


occurred. I am getting the cramp so must stop or you will not 
be able to read it. 


Yours with much esteem and love, 


(MRS.) CARLYLE PETERSILEA. 


Third and Last Letter. 


Glendale, Dec. 31st, 1906. 
My dear Mrs. Sarah A. Bartlett,— 

I received your dear, kind letter together with the order for 
four books. Now I must apologize for not sending the books ac- 
cording to the order. I have not any more of “ Mary Ann Ca- 
rew ” left and have sent you my last sample book. ‘They can be 
had at the office of the Progressive Thinker. I have sent you 
three copies of “ Philip Carlyle,” together with the one of “ Mary 
Ann Carew.” Iam very, very sorry that I was not able to send 
the ones you wanted. I thought at first of sending back the 
money but concluded that perhaps I had better not as I most 
sincerely believe that through you my dear husband wanted to 
give me a New Year’s present and it may be that you can sell 
“ Philip Carlyle ” as well as the other book, but if you should feel 
very much dissatisfied I will send you back the money. 

“ Philip Carlyle ” is a very beautiful book and was written by 
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the spirit of my dear husband’s great uncle and all pertaining to 
the old hermit is true. The book is nearly all true in detail, but 
is strung together a little differently from what it took place 
therefore it is called a romance and you will find the prophecy of 
Ingersoll’s death in it. The book has always sold at a dollar and 
a quarter but I send it to you for one dollar. And now to other 
matters. 

You must be a very remarkable medium. I had long been 
thinking that I should like to visit San Bernardino not far away 
and the old Baldy mountain. I can see the mountain from my 
house but to get there requires quite a little travel by rail. I 
think that four dollars would cover the whole expense. Now 
here comes the strange part of it. I have had no change since my 
darling died and my grief has been terrible. I told him in spirit 
that I wanted to go to the mountain and if he was alive he would 
have taken me at once but now I could go nowhere, as I dared not 
risk the expense for fear I would become involved. He said that 
he was not dead and that I should go and he would go with me 
in spirit and he would find a way to give me the money, and 
shortly thereafter came your letter with the money inside. Now 
what do you think of that? 


I remain your affectionate sister and friend, 


(MRS.) CARLYLE PETERSILEA. 


The reader will observe that there is a slight discrepancy 
between the statements of Mrs. Bartlett and Mrs. Petersilea 
regarding the amount of money sent by the former to the 
latter. Correspondence explains this. Mrs. Bartlett writes 
that she sent Mrs. Petersilea money twice, once four and 
once three dollars. Mrs. Petersilea writes that she recalls the 
four dollars because this was the sum necessary to get her 
vacation and that she owed her vacation to this act of Mrs. 
Bartlett. 

In Mrs. Bartlett’s letter the further statement is made in 
reply to my inquiries that she, Mrs. Bartlett “did not know 
that she (Mrs. Petersilea) wished to go” on her vacation 
“till she (Mrs. Bartlett) heard the voice say I want you to 
make that visit that you have wished solong.” “ Mrs. Peter- 
silea never expressed any desire to me to visit the mountains 
or anywhere else.” 

While there was a discrepancy in the alleged coincidence 
between Mrs. Bartlett’s experience and that of Mrs. Peter- 
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silea there was the resemblance in the subject matter gener- 
ally. The reader can observe that for himself. Accepting 
the fact of some coincidence and possibly telepathic connec- 
tions it should be remarked that the telepathy is associated 
with mediumship on the part of both ladies and hence with 
the apparent impersonation of the dead. ‘This is a fact which 
cannot be lost sight of in attempts to explain such coinci- 
dences, if we regard them as not due to chance. 


May 4, 1909. 
My dear Mr. Hyslop,— 

I have two more little incidents, that have transpired of late, 
to tell you about. Not very long ago,—I can give the exact dates 
by looking up the letters if you should care enough for them to 
give them any notice whatever,—my husband came to me after I 
had retired to rest, and was in that passive state just before going 
to sleep; he had a little boy with him, who looked about twelve 
or thirteen years of age. The child was thin and small in body, 
as though he had passed through great suffering, but his head 
was large. He had blue eyes and brown hair, and wore a white 
night-shirt, being the only garment he had on. 

My husband had the boy just in front of him, that I might 
note every particular; then he said in a most impressive voice: 
“Amelia, remember: Remember this is a Twin!” ‘Then he gave 
place to a young man about twenty-one or twenty-two, as I would 
judge. He stood behind the boy as my husband had done, looked 
at me very earhestly and said, “ I am this boy’s uncle, his mother’s 
brother;” thea I said to the boy, who looked as though he had 
just died: ‘“ What was the cause of your death?” The boy 
could not, as yet, talk to me but put his hand around over his hip, 
to the small of his back, giving me the impression that he had suf- 


fered long and greatly. I said to the uncle: “ What was the 
cause of your death?” Hesaid: ‘I died some years ago,” and 


then placed his hand upon his chest and coughed. 

“Am I to understand that you died of consumption?” “ Yes!” 
Then I asked, “And what does the boy mean about his back?” 
He said: “He was playing ball and it hit him in the back just 
over the kidney, injuring the kidney and eventually causing his 
departure.” 

I then fell asleep and in thinking it over the next morning I 
attributed it all to imagination. 

A few days from that time I received a letter from a lady in 
South Upton, Mass., in which she said: “ Dear lady: I have seen 
your articles in the Progressive Thinker, and that is why I ask you 
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to help me. I have very lately lost a dear, little twin boy. He 
was my idol. I am dying of grief, and know not where to turn 
to get relief. I implore you to help me if you can.” 

I immediately answered her letter, telling her what I had seen 
a few nights before. 

You will please to remember, Dr. Hyslop, I had never seen or 
heard of this lady in all my life. She answered my letter, saying 
that all I had seen was true. The little boy, after intense suffer- 
ing, died in the hospital under an operation. He and his twin 
brother were playing ball, the ball hit the poor little fellow in the 
small of the back, which at last caused his death. Some years 
before that, she had lost a brother with consumption, who looked 
as I described him, and about that age. Since that time we have 
corresponded quite a little. The lady’s name is Mrs. Adelaide 
R. Alger, South Upton, Mass. 

One more, and Iam done. Iam an elderly lady, and since my 
husband’s death I have no other means of support than the rent 
of a little sea-shore cottage which I own at Long Beach. I own 
the house in which I live, but my support and taxes must all 
come from the rent of the little sea-shore cottage. With great 
economy and prudence, I usually get through very comfortably, 
but if that fails me I have nothing. I must tell you all this for 
what comes after. This past winter I had tenants in my cottage 
who did not pay the rent, which brought me into great trouble, 
distress, and financial privation. They told me that they were 
in trouble and could not pay me, but would as soon as they could. 
They were strangers to me, and I began to think that they were 
dishonest and never intended to pay me, which would mean dire 
disaster, if not utter ruin to me. It went on thus until I was in a 
most wretched, despairing state of mind; for being old, I could 
not earn my living. I called upon my husband’s spirit again and 
again, but could not distinguish what might be from him or my 
own mind. At last I concluded that I would go down and turn 
these people out of my house, as they did not seem willing to go, 
and I really must resort to stringent measures. My preparations 
were all made, and I was going down in a few days to carry them 
out. After I had decided to do this—that night, after retiring and 
being passive, my husband stood before me. We used to own a 
beautiful coach-dog which was poisoned shortly after my hus- 
band’s death, which grieved me exceedingly. As I said there 
stood my husband, and with him the dog; he was telling the dog 
something, and placed a letter in the dog’s mouth. The dog just 
after the manner of a dog, offered me the letter to take from his 
mouth, which I did, and it was a letter from the lady who lived in 
my cottage, containing money for the rent of the same. My hus- 
band then said in a most impressive voice, “ Faithful!” But two 
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or three days went on and I did not receive such a letter; when at 
the very last mail before I should have gone down, I got the 
identical letter containing the money for the rent of the cottage, 
and the strange part of it was that the letter looked just as it did 
when the dog offered it to me. Now, I do not see where telep- 
athy can come in here. I had almost forgotten the dog, the lady 
at Long Beach never saw or heard of the dog, and it was my hus- 
band’s spirit who bade the dog give me the letter, and this lady 
never saw my husband, and I had fully made up my mind that 
they never intended to pay me. 
Yours sincerely, 


(MRS.) CARLYLE PETERSILEA. 


Correspondence with Mrs. Alger brought the following 
letter from her in confirmation of the statements by Mrs. 
Petersilea. 


West Upton, [Mass.], Aug. 8th, 1909. 
My dear Sir :— 

One year ago last March one of my dearly beloved twins was 
calied to spirit life. I was much crushed by it. My brother gave 
me the Progressive Thinker and I saw Mrs. Petersilea’s address at 
the end of her writings. I wrote to her as one sister would write 
to another, asking for comfort and she answered my letter and 
told me how her husband came with my dear little boy to see her 
before she received my letter. She described him all right and 
he sent a message to me and later he came again to her, this time 
with my half brother who had been in spirit life about 35 years, 
and by her description I was able to recognize him at once. 

Very respectfully, 
ADELAIDE R. ALGER. 


New York, May 26th, 1909. 

The original letter which Mrs. Petersilea sends me is 
signed by a Mrs. Adelaide R. Alger, of West Upton, Mass. 
It is dated April 27th, 1908, and postmarked, “ West Upton, 
Mass., Apr. 28, 5 P. M., 1908.” The contents show unmis- 
takeably that it is addressed to a stranger and the writer 
states that she saw Mrs. Petersilea’s address in The Progressive 
Thinker. The letter contains an appeal for consolation for 
the loss of twin boys.—J. H. H. 
In a later letter (June 15th, 1909), in reply to inquiry re- 
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garding the use of her name, Mrs. Petersilea incidentally re- 
marks a fact of some interest in connection with her experi- 
ence about the rent. She says in the letter that the renter 
of the house “ knew nothing about the dog, but she tells me 
that when she found she could not pay the rent she prayed 
that my husband’s spirit would go to me and tell me that she 
was faithful.”—J. H. H. 
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BOOK REVIEWS. 


Cases of Spiritistic Identification, By Ernesto Bozzano. Pub- 
lisher, A. Donath, Genoa. 


The object of this book, as the author announces in his intro- 
duction, is to prove that although some cases of psychic phenom- 
ena can be explained by the theories of telepathy, subconscious 
personality, and hypnotism, there remains a residue which can- 
not be explained by these theories, and as the spiritistic theory 


is the only one which meets all the requirements it is at least — 


worthy of serious consideration. Professor Bozzano has evi- 
dently made a careful analysis of all the authentic phenomena 
beginning with the works of Alessandro Aksakoff and other 
pioneers of this kind of research, and ending with the voluminous 
collections of the Society of Psychical Research and other similar 
societies of the present day. He has selected the most remark- 
able of these cases and calls attention to many points which cer- 
tainly give strength to the spiritistic theory. For instance, as 
sometimes happens in a séance, when the control interrupts his 
communication in order to consult another and more advanced 
intelligence, he says (pages 13 and 16), “ Why this useless com- 
edy? why, if the hypothesis of subconscious personality is as- 
sumed, does it not tell at once all it knows? But if one assumes 
the presence of an outside intelligence which is suddenly placed 
in a similar predicament the whole situation becomes at once 
perfectly natural.” His comparison of the human mind to a 
telephone appeals to one on account of its simplicity. In this 
case he refers to Mrs. Verrall’s automatic writings, when inco- 
herent messages in different handwritings suggest the presence 
of more than one intelligence trying to communicate. I quote 
from pages 23 and 24: ‘“ What can one think of such a mixture 
of dialogues? Does it not seem that one is listening to the 
fragments of conversation sometimes gathered unvoluntarily 
when using a telephone? Does not this perfect analogy irresist- 
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ibly suggest that there must be an identity of origin between 
the two facts? Does it not follow that in both cases one must 
find at each end of the wire, or station of wireless, a real and in- 
telligent communicator? The inference is, that if in the case of 
the telephone the fragments are gathered because we cannot 
prevent the diaphragm of the receiving instrument from respond- 
ing to all the waves which come within the radius of its poten- 
tiality, in the other case it is because we cannot prevent the cere- 
bral instrument from receiving and transmitting all kinds of psy- 
chic waves, generated by the spiritual personalities and encom- 
passed in the circle of its potentiality. If you reject the spirit- 
istic theory which other will you accept? Neither that of sub- 
conscious personality, of telepathy even carried to the point of 
absurdity nor both combined will ever account for the incidents 
here related. All of which must be plain for those who wish to 
think for themselves.” And with the same directness and whole- 
some common sense he goes on from the simple to the more com- 
plicated cases analyzing and proving his point in a most con- 
vincing manner. 

In conclusion he says (page 366), “In the field of metapsy- 
chical discipline the principal requirement is a great reserve of 
judgment combined with reciprocal tolerance. In the mean- 
while we must wait until the constant accumulation of proofs 
brings us the true solution of the problem, which will therefore 
be accepted by all.” Professor Bozzano’s language is so lucid, 
so free from all unnecessary technicalities, that his book will ap- 
peal specially to those who though able to grasp the subject and 
reason it out, have had no training on scientific lines. It seems 
to me that he has made a fair and conscientious study of the sub- 
ject. His unprejudiced attitude, and above all his courage in de- 
fending the much despised spiritistic theory ought to win the 
approval and admiration of all earnest and unbiased investigators. 


Louise L. de Montalvo. 











